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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 





ESTABLISHED 184. 





BONUS, 


Valuation made on very stringent basis. 
Bonus declared equivalent on the average to an adduion of £2 12s. per cent. 
rv annum on the sum assured, or £2 4s. or sum assured and previous 


1889. 








muses. 
PREMIUM INCOME . £186,842 
ASSETS ees 6 ae +++ £2,815,035 
EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT £9,912 





Whole World Policies 
Lapsed Policies Reviv: 
Reversions Purchased. 
Full information will be given on application to 


G. W. BERRIDGE, Actuary and Secretary 


CHANCERY LANE SAFE DEPOSIT. 


Tue ossect of the Cuancery Laye Sars Deposit is to provide for the use of 
the Public an assoL_uTELY secure but inexpensive Depository for Tite Deeps, 
JEWELLERY, and other Valuables. 

ADVANTAGES.—Absolute Secunrry and Secrecy. Sares of various sizes fixed in 
Fireproof and Burglar proof Strong Rooms. Use of elegant Writing, Waiting, and 
Telephone Rooms Free of Charge. Renters can have post-letters addressed to them at 
the CHANCERY LANE SAFE DEPOSIT. 


CHANCERY LANE 


ited free of charge in most cases. 
on very easy terms. 





ANNUAL RENT 
OF SAFES, 


1 To 5 eurvgas. 


S A F E D E P O S I : A Prospectus and Cand 
to View Post Free. 
STRONG ROOMS, SEA EE ES 


8 To 90 GUINEAS. LONDON. 


The demand for Srrone Rooms and Sares has required a further Extension. A 
large number of yew ones have recently been constructed. The Renrers secured in 
1889 reached over 3,000, 


CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF CENTURY. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, DECEMBER 20, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE ARE FAVOURED, at the last moment, with an early copy of 
new Rules of the Supreme Court, under section 12 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1890. 





Lorp Jusrice Kay, since his elevation to the Court of Appeal, 
has heard and determined, and on Thursday last delivered 


udgment in the last of, the cases which were excepted when his 
list of actions was transferred to Mr. Justice Kexewica. 





DesPIrE THE announcement that Court of Appeal No. 2 would, 
for the rest of the present sittings, hear only Queen’s Bench 
Division final appeals, the exception to which this announcement 
was subject—viz., that any Chancery interlocutory appeals which 
might be ready for hearing would be heard—has proved to be of 
such extent that the greater portion of this week has been 
occupied in this court with Chancery business. 





WE print elsewhere a notice which has been issued by Mr. 
Justice Strrurme with to summonses a before 
the judge at chambers, on the hearing of which the parties 
desire to be heard by counsel. Notice of such desire is now 
required to be given at the time of the adjournment; but, if all 
parties afterwards consent in writing, an application may be 
made to transfer the case to the list of cases to be heard with 
counsel. The date fixed for such an application, however, 
— to be unnecessarily _—i it must A ceaghe later 

an the Tuesday preceding the day appoi for hearing— 
viz., Monday. We ume, —— that in -_ aod 
preceding Tuesday, the parties should agree to y 
counsel, they must apply on the next Monday for an adjourn- 
meht to the following week for the purpose of having the case 
placed in the other lst. 





A cmcevtar has been issued to the members of the Inoor- 
porated Law Society in which reference is made to the resolution 
passed in July last, to the effect that, having regard to the lange 


_ accession of members during the past three years, and to the 


desirability of promoting ional amity, it was expedient 
that a subscription entertainment should be organized. For this 
purpose a special committee has been appointed by the council, 
the entertainment 
shall be met by—(1) a guarantee fund formed by members of 
the society desirous of participating in the —— 
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who may wish to have some additional privileges with regard to 
the admission of guests, and (2) a subscription of £1 1s. from 
members of the society, which will entitle them to attend the 
entertainment. A guarantor of £3 3s. (which isthe limit), will 
have the privilege of introducing two guests, ladies or gentle- 
men, but a member (not a guarantor) will only be entitled to 
introduce one lady. Each member, whether a guarantor or sub- 
scriber, will have to pay £1 1s. for his own ticket and 12s. 6d. 
for each lady’s ticket, and 15s. for each gentleman’s ticket. The 
guarantors do not seem to get much for their promise to pay if 
required, but it must not be forgotten that it is hoped that the 
price of cards for admission will pay for the entertainment, and 
that the guarantors may not be called upon to pay anything 
beyond the guinea for their own tickets. Some members will no 
doubt consider that a guinea is a large sum to pay for an enter- 
tainment of which they receive no particulars, but the more who 
subscribe, up to a certain number, the better the entertainment 
will be. We understand that it is intended, should the means 
at the disposal of the committee permit, to have a series of 
entertainments on the same evening, so as to give an opportunity 
for young and old to enjoy themselves, if not together, at differ- 
ent hours of the same night. 





WE Leary, with much pleasure, that on Thursday last Court 
of Appeal No. 2 reversed the decision of Mr. Justice Kay in Re 
Macgowan, Macgowan v. Murray (ante, p. 38). When that 
decision was pronounced, we ventured to say that it placed a 
very narrow and strained construction on rule 11 of Schedule L., 
Part I., of the Remuneration Order, which provides that ‘the 
scale for negotiating shall apply in cases where the solicitor of a 
vendor or purchaser arranges the sale or purchase and the price 
and terms and conditions thereof, and no commission is paid by 
the client to an auctioneer or estate or other agent.” It will be 
remembered that in the above case the solicitor of the trustees 
of property which was the subject of an action received instruc- 
tions from his clients to obtain a purchaser for the trust property. 
He accordingly obtained an offer from a bank, and “arranged 
the sale and the price and terms and conditions,” subject, how- 
ever, of necessity, to the approval of the court being obtained to 
the sale. The taxing master disallowed the solicitor’s scale fee 
for negotiating the sale, and his decision was affirmed by Mr. 
Justice Kay, on the ground that the solicitor had not 
“arranged” the sale and the price, &c., because, until 
the approval of the court had been obtained, there was 
no complete contract which was binding on the parties; in 
fact, that the word “arrange” meant finally arrange, so 
that nothing more remained to be done to make the contract 
binding. e pointed out that this construction interpolated the 
word “ finally” into the rule, and, further, that it construed 
“arrangement ” as meaning a “ perfectly complete contract.” We 
said that the effect of the arrangement made by the solicitor in 
the recent case was that the parties became contingently bound ; 
and upon the happening of the contingency—namely, the 
signification of its approval by the court, which is an event 
altogether independent of any act of the parties themselves—the 
parties became bound by a perfect contract. We under- 
stand that the Court of Appeal were unanimous in favour 
of this view. They held that the “arranging” the sale, 
&e., is completed when the solicitor brings the contract 
before the court for approval. There was, moreover, another 
ets in the case before the Court of Appeal. The solicitor 

charged certain fees which he had paid to surveyors 
who had made affidavits. These fees the taxing master had 
allowed, but the solicitor, in his affidavit before the taxing master, 
had explained that he should have been obliged to get this evidence 
sooner or later, either before or after the carrying in of the 
contract, since he was well assured that the court would not 
approve the sale without such evidence. The Court of Appeal 
treated these fees as fees paid to experts for evidence in support 
of the contract, and made no order as to them, and they will 
consequently remain allowed. 





THE APPOINTMENT of the new Lord of Appeal still hangs fire 
but the Ottawa correspondent of the Times telegraphed on 





Wednesday that the Government had intimated to the Canadian 
authorities a desire to consider a nomination by them for the 
vacant office. We can hardly bring ourselves to believe that 
the statement refers to the lordship of appeal, for several 
reasons. First, we fail to see the power to on a Canadian 
barrister or judge. The Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, provides 
(section 14) that the new Lord of Appeal shall be ‘“‘ appointed 
in the same manner . . . and in all respects be in the same 
position as if he were a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary = 
in pursuance of the power in this Act before given.” Now, by 
section 6, a person is not qualified to be appointed a Lord of 
Appeal in Ordi unless he has been, “‘ at or before the time 
of his appointment, the holder, for a period of not less than two 
years, of some one or more of the offices in this Act described as 
high judicial offices, or has been at or before such time as 
aforesaid, for not less than fifteen years, a practising barrister 
in England or Ireland, or a practising advocate in Scotland.” 
The “high judicial offices,” as defined by section 25 of the Act, 
and section 5 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1887, includ 

the offices of Lord Chancellor of Great Britain or Ireland; 
paid judge of the Judicial Committee; judge of one of the 
superior courts of Great Britain and Ireland; Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary ; and member of the Judicial Committee. It would 
seem that a Canadian barrister or judge cannot possess any 
of the qualifications prescribed, and the words printed above in 
italics were apparently enacted to prevent any repetition of the 
Corie device. The only chance for the Canadian nominee 
would be, first to be appointed a Privy Councillor, then to 
serve for two years on the Judicial Committee, and, after 
the lordship of appeal had been kept empty for that 
period, to at last tardily succeed to the office. And, 
secondly, we*fail to see any sufficient reason for the appoint- 
ment. While it is obviously desirable that the new mem- 
ber of the supreme court of appeal should be practically 
familiar with some branch of colonial law administered by the 
court, it seems to be still more desirable that the law of India 
should be fully represented. Indian appeals constitute the most 
important work of the tribunal. At present Sir Ricuarp Covcu, 
the former Indian Chief Justice, is the only member who has 
this practical knowledge; Lord Hosnovsz, who was legal 
adviser to the Governor-General of India from 1872 to 1877, 
cannot, of course, in that capacity have acquired the intimate 
knowledge of Indian litigation which is desirable. But Sir 
Ricuarp Covcn is, we believe, considerably over seventy years 
of age, and it is not to be expected, in the ordinary course of 
events, that he will long continue to attend the sittings. What 
will then be the position of the court as regards competence to 
decide technical questions of Indian law? Moreover, 34 & 
35 Vict. c. 91, which provided for the appointment of four 
paid judges of the Judicial Committee, expressly limited the 
area of appointment to persons who are or have been judges 
of one of the superior courts at Westminster or a Chief Justice 
of the High Court of Judicature at Bengal, Madras, or Bombay. 
It is true that the Appellate Jurisdiction Act gives a wider range 
of choice, but one would suppose that, since the new Lords of 
Appeal are in some degree cabetiteles for the paid judges, the 
intention expressed by the Legislature with regard to the choice 
of the latter would be observed in the selection of the new Lord 
of Appeal. 





REFERRING TO THE discrepancy between the practice of the 
Central Office in London and of an important district registry 
of the High Court in cases where two or more persons are sued 
for the same debt, which was alluded to in a recent issue (ante, 
p- 81), a correspondent remarks that it seems to involve an 
important question of principle, turning ypon the great dis- 
tinction between liability which is only joint and that which is 
joint and several. Suppose four persons to be jointly liable for 
the same debt, of which the creditor cannot obtain payment. 
What is the remedy of such creditor? He can sue any one or 
more of them (subject to proceedings by the others correspond- 
ing to the old plea in abatement: see Pilley v. Robinson, 20 
Q. B. D. 155), but judgment against one (though unsatisfied) 
is a bar to proceedings against the rest. This principle was 
established in roy! v. Hoare (13 M. & W. 494), and has been 
unaffected by the Judicature Acts, as was expressly decided in 
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Kendall y. Hamilton (1879, 4 App. Oas. 504), and is clearly 
enunciated in the head-note of Cambefort f Co. v. Chapman 
0. 


(1887, 19 Q. B. D. 229), which runs as follows :-—“ An un- 
satisfied judgment against one joint contractor on a bill of 
exchange given by him alone for a joint debt is a bar to an 
action against the other joint contractor on the original con- 


tract.” There seems, therefore, to be no doubt about the 
principle. Tf, however, our information is correct, the practice 


at the Central Office in London appears to be inconsistent with 
this principle. The practice, as we understood it (ante, p. 81), 
is as follows :—If a writ is issued against all the joint con- 
tractors, but only two of the four defendants are served, and 
those two who are served fail to appear, the plaintiff is allowed 
to sign judgment against the two who have been served and 
have failed to appear ‘‘ without prejudice to his right to subse- 
quently serve the other two defendants with the writ, and prosecute 
the action against them.” Now, although the established rule of 
law may work with great hardship to the creditor in many 
cases (as no doubt it does), yet the practice should be in 
harmony with the law. It seems to follow from the above 
remarks that this is not the case in the Central Office in London 
in this particular respect, while the practice in the district 
registry referred to appears to be entirely in accordance with 
the principles laid down in the above-mentioned cases. It 
should, perhaps, be added that we have assumed in these 
remarks that the debt was joint, not joint and several, and 
that the defendants who were not served were within the 
jurisdiction. 





Iy WILL BE sEEN from the report which we publish elsewhere 
that the Court of Appeal have reversed the decision. of the 
Divisional Court in Ke Langois § Biden (ante, p. 38), in which 
the lower court held that the amount actually recovered was 
the sole test as to the application of the lower scale of costs in 
the appendix to the County Court Rules, 1889, headed, ‘“ Costs 
to be paid to solicitors in actions and matters, as well between 
party and party as between solicitor and client, where the 
amount recovered exceeds £2, and does not exceed £10.” The 
Court of Appeal held that the effect of the note at foot of 
this scale, taken with sections 118 and 119 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, was that where the amount claimed exceeded £10, 
but the sum recovered was below that sum, the taxing officer 
had a discretion to allow more costs than were given by the 
lower scale, but not more costs than were preseribed by the 
higher scale, and that the taxing officer must consider each case 
on its circumstances as to whether he would allow costs on the 
lower or higher scale. The reasons given for the decision afford 
a most satisfactory illustration of the common sense and regard 
for justice which ought to prevail, and, happily, do generally 
prevail, in the Court of Appeal. ‘If a solicitor,” said Lord 
Esuzr, “ knew, or ought to know, by taking ordinary care or 
making ordinary inquiries, that his client could not possibly 
recoyer on his claim more than £10, then the solicitor ought 
not to let him claim more. If he knew this, and nevertheless 
brought a claim for a larger sum, he did not only what was 
dishonourable, but the master, when the bill of costs between 
solicitor and client came to be taxed, would inevitably fix him 
to the lower scale and allow him nothing more. But where a 
client, by his reticence or by his wilfulness, concealed the real 
facts from his solicitor, and gave him no means of knowing 
that he could not recover more than £10, and directed him to 
claim a larger sum, and gave information which would naturally 
lead the solicitor to conclude that he had a fair chance of 
recovering that larger sum, then it would be equally wrong for 
a solicitor to refuse to proceed to recover that larger sum. A 
solicitor had no right in such a case to shut his client out from 
recovering what appeared to be due to him. But it would be a 
great hardship in such a case if the solicitor were not able to 
recover his costs from his client, not even the sums which, on 
the faith of that client’s statement, he had paid out of his own 
pocket in furtherance of the proceedings. In such a case the 
master would, no doubt, exercise his discretion in the solicitor’s 
favour, and would give him costs on the higher scale.” It is to 
be observed that the court which thus consi the hardship to 


the solicitor included, besides the Master of the Rolls, 
Justice Kay, 





In THE courRsE of his ) 


Hotel Co. (Zi the Lord Chancellor threw consider- 
able ‘bt on the correctness of the decision in 8 case (21 
W. R. 306, L. R: 8 Ch. 407). Considering, however, that 


decision in that ease is seventeen years 
tinuously acted upon, his remarks do not seem to be very 
fortunate. It will always be a question how far the literal lan- 
guage of a statute is to be wed, or whethér its construc- 
tion may not be influenced by considerations of convenience or 
of section 25 of the ies 
Act, 1867, is quite clear that all shares are to be deemed to be 
taken subject to the payment of the whole amount due on them 
in cash, unless an agreement to the contrary has been duly 
registered. But where the cireumstances of a transaction shew 
what is practically a payment, although money to the a 

coats , and ev ing is bond fide, 


amount has not 
there is a strong temptation to streteh the words of the statute 
so as-to prevent the older from being called upon to 
twice over. The shares have been, indeed, paid for, th 
not strictly in cash. Fothergill’s case (21 W. R. 301, L. R. 8 Ch. 
270) decided that, for this parpore; circumstances which would 
support merely a plea of accord and satisfaction were not 
enough ; but in Spargo’s case there was sufficient to support a 
plea of payment, and it was held that the statute had been 
complied with. An actual present debt was due from the com- 
pany to the shareholder, and this was set off against the 
amount due on the calls, the balance being paid in cash by the 
shareholder. There was no suggestion of sham or fraud or 
deceit. Under these circumstances it seemed to the court 
(James and Metuisn, L.JJ.) absurd to insist on the useless for- 
mality of handing the money backwards and forwards. Lord 
Hatssvry seems to think that it is more absurd to call that a 
ent in cash which is not a t in cash, and he inti- 
aie that in the House of Lords he will be free to act u 
this view. But surely a still greater absurdity than either 
would be for the House of Lords to intervene on a mere point 
of construction, and upset a decision the authority of which has 
been so long recognized and acted upon. 








THE AVOIDANCE OF CONSENT ORDERS. 


Tue recent decision of Mr. Justice Kexewtcu in Lewis v. Lewis (39 
W. RB. 75) shews the extent to which mistake will be recognized 
as a ground for allowing parties to withdraw their consent to 
orders of court, where the terms of the order have been 
to by counsel without the facts of the case being brought to the 
knowledge of the judge. As to the general authority of counsel 
to compromise cases which have been opened in court, there is 
of course no doubt. In Swinfen v. Lord Chelmsford (5 H. & N. 
890) the authority of counsel over the suit was said to be com- 
plete, and to extend both to the mode of conducting it and all 
that is incident to it, such as withdrawing the record, withdraw- 
ing a juror, calling no witnesses, or selecting such as, in his 
discretion, he thinks o B. te: be. oalindy. Sad. genenely. Ae: 
matters which properly belong to the suit and the management 
and conduct of the trial. This statement of the extent of the 
authority, which shews that it includes generally the power of 
compromising, has been frequently referred to with approval, 
and has been said to state correctly the apparent authority with 
which counsel is, by the fact of his employment, clothed, and 
upon which the other side is entitled to rely. This latter angen 
of the matter is brought out in the judgment of Biacksvry, J., in 
Strauss v. Francis (14 W.R. 634, L. R. 1 Q. B. 381), where he said 
that, counsel being ordinarily retained to conduct a cause without 
any limitation, the aphenent authority with which he is clothed 
when he ap to uct the cause enables him to do everything 
which, in the exercise of his discretion, he may think best for the 
interests of his client in the conduct of the cause. If, then, 
within the limits of this apparent authority, he enters into an 
ent with the opposite counsel, this aqpeomant must be 
held binding, and just as in other cases where one man is 
clothed with an apparent authority to act on behalf of another, 
so here no limitation can be effectually put upon such authority 
unless it is communicated to the who would ordinarily 
be entitled to rely upon the full authority. “In order to 
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invalidate the arrangement,” said Buiacksury, J., in the same 


judgment, ‘“‘not only must it be shewn that the counsel’s 
authority was limited, but that the limitation was known to the 
other side at the time.”” The same principles were fully recog- 
nized also in the recent case of Matthews v. Munster (36 W. R. 
78, 20 Q. B. D. 141). The mere employment of counsel, 
according to Lord Esurr, M.R., is a representation made by the 
client to the other side that counsel is to act for him in the usual 
course, and a secret withdrawal of authority will have no effect 
on his apparent authority. As to the extent of this apparent 
authority, Bowen, L.J., repeated that it involves complete 
authority over the suit, the mode of conducting it, and all that is 
incident to it, and that this is understood by the opposite party. 
Where the client is not in court, counsel is at liberty, therefore, 
to act on his own discretion. Where the client is in court, the 
power of counsel, in the absence of any interference by him, is 
the same; but in this case it is his duty to consult the client, 
and if a difference of opinion arises between the two as to. the 
course to be pursued, either the counsel will return his brief, or 
the client will withdraw his authority to counsel, and acquaint 
the other side with the fact that he has done so. In Re West 
Devon Great Consols Mine (36 W. R. 342, 38 Ch. D. 51) it was 
decided that the same rule was applicable to an undertaking not 
to appeal, where this is given in consideration of an arrange- 
ment that the costs of the unsuccessful party shall be provided 
for. Every compromise, said Corroy, L.J., involves an under- 
taking not to appeal, and in the case in question the under- 
taking clearly constituted a compromise. 

With regard to consent orders agreed to by counsel in cases 
which are not opened in court, there is the distinction relied upon 
by Pearson, J., in Harvey v. Croydon Union Rural Sanitary 
Authority (32 W. R. 389, 26 Ch. D. 249), that the order is then 
not really made by the court. The court is merely, informed 
that an order has been consented to, and the order is made ac- 
cordingly. But where the consent is given by counsel after the 
whole case has been before the judge, the order is that of the 
judge himself. On this ground Pzarsoy, J., held that it was 
competent for the parties to withdraw their consent at any time 
before the order was drawn up, and to exercise their right to 
take the opinion of the court. In the Court of Appeal, 
however, a different view prevailed, and the right of a party 
arbitrarily to withdraw his consent was distinctly denied. 
Where this has been given by counsel “ duly authorized,” and 
there is no mistake or surprise in the case, the order is binding. 
The expression ‘duly authorized” was used by Corroy, L.J., 
and it might be suggested that for a consent of this kind some 
special authority is required from the client as opposed to the 
apparent authority referred to above. No such distinction, 
however, is ry. in the rest of the judgment, and it would 
seem that in all cases alike counsel is duly authorized to enter 
into a compromise—or, at least, that the opposite side are entitled 
to suppose so until they have notice to the contrary. 

If any distinction could be made on this ground, it would 
have been easy to make it in the recent case before Mr. 
Justice Kexewicn. There counsel had, in fact, been autho- 
rized to consent to certain terms, but these ‘terms were not 
before him when the consent order was actually settled, 
and the terms of the order differed from those which his 
clients had agreed to accept. Apart from this the counsel 
did not appear to be under any misapprehension as to 
the facts of the case, and, as he was acting within the 
scope of his apparent authority, no question appears to have 
been raised that he was not “duly authorized” to consent 
within the meaning of the above expression; at any rate, so far 
as the other side were concerned. But althou i the actual 
limitation of his authority did not directly affect them, yet mis- 
take would seem equally to vitiate the consent, whether it 
arises from counsel being unacquainted with all the circum- 
stances of the case or from misunderstanding his client’s wishes. 
On this ground accordingly, the learned judge held that the case 
came within the exception to the rule in /arvey v. Croydon Union 
Rural Sanitary Authority, and allowed the consent to be with- 


It in stated that Mr. Bewley, 0.C., has accepted the judicial judgeship 
A the Vrich Vand Commision which wae offered to him by his Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant. 





THE NEW mnecensss a IN WINDING UP. 


Report on the company’s affairs, and examination of promoters, 
directors, and officers (section 8, rules 69—77.)—An important 
element in the new procedure is the report which the official 
receiver is to submit to the court as soon as practicable after 
receipt of the statement of the company’s affairs. In the first 
instance this is to be a preliminary report, stating («) the amount 
of capital issued, subscribed, and a up, and the estimated 
amount of assets and liabilities; (4) where the company has 
failed, the causes of the failure; and (c) whether, in the opinion of 
the official receiver, further inquiry is desirable as to any matter 
relating to the promotion, formation, or failure of the company, 
or the conduct of its business. Further reports may be presented 
by the official receiver, if he thinks fit, stating the manner of 
the formation of the company, and whether, in its formation or 
subsequently, it has been tainted with fraud, and generally any 
matters which it may be desirable to bring to the notice of the 
court. These matters are provided for by sub-sections (1) and 
(2) of section 8, and the rules add nothing more than the 
requirement that a report made under the section shall state 
in narrative’form the facts and matters to be brought to the 
notice of the court (rule 69). 

The report paves the way to the public examination of the 
officials of the company. This may be directed by the court, but, 
of course, only after the report has been considered. By rule 70 
the official receiver will apply to have a day fixed for such con- 
sideration, and it will take place before the judge personally in 
chambers (rule 71), the official receiver attending, either per- 
sonally or by counsel or solicitor, and giving such further in- 
formation or explanation as may be required. After this the court 
is in a position to take action, and may direct the public ex- 
amination of any promoter, or director, or officer of the company. 
The examination may extend to the promotion or formation of 
the company, the conduct of the business of the company, or the 
conduct or dealings of the person under examination as director 
or officer of the company (sub-section (3) ). The procedure on 
the examination is practically identical with that in bankruptcy, 
and sub-sections (4) to (8) are founded on sub-sections (3) to (8) 
of section 17 of the Bankruptey Act, 1883. It may be 
noticed that the person to be examined is entitled to have 
a copy of the official receiver’s report furnished to him before- 
hand at his own cost, and may employ a solicitor, with or 
without counsel, to question him in his own interest. His 
costs, however, may be allowed by the court if he excul- 
pates himself from any charges that have been brought against 
him. Sub-section (9), as explained by rule 72, prescribes 
the person before whom the examination is to be held. In 
the High Court, in the absence of special direction, this will be 
before a registrar in bankruptcy ; in county courts, either before 
the judge of the court, or before a registrar, if duly qualified as 
mentioned in the rule. Rule 75 specifies the manner in which 
notice of the public examination is to be given to the creditors 
and contributories, and under rule 76, where the person to be 
examined fails to attend, or if before the appointed day he 
absconds, or there is reason to believe that le will abscond, the 
court may issue a warrant for his arrest. As in bankruptcy, 
notes of the examination are to be taken down in writing, and 
read over to or by, and signed by, the person examined. These 
may afterwards be used in evidence against him. 

Proceedings against delinquent promoters, directors, and officers 
(section 10, rules 78, 79).—Section 10 is a re-enactment in almost 
identical terms of section 165 of the Act of 1862, and conse- 
quently the cases which have been decided on that section will 
be applicable. It may still be said, therefore, that the section 
creates no new liability or new right,*but only provides a 
summary mode of enforcing rights which must otherwise have 
been enforced by the ordinary procedure of the courts ( Coventry 
§ Dizon's case, 14 Oh, D. 660). This summary procedure is 
now extended, however, to promoters, and applies not only 
where money, but where property of any kind, belonging to the 
company, has been misapplied or retained. ‘The now section 
governs all windings up, whether commenced before or after 
the ties of the Act, and, adopting the decision in Rance’s 
case (1, It. 6 Ch. 104), its framers have now made it expressly 
include cases of voluntary winding up (sub-section (2) ). 
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Powers of the liquidator (sections 12, 13, rules 47—57, 83—95). 
—These are of various kinds. Certain powers are conferred on 
the liquidator by the Act, and others, hitherto exercised by the 
court, may be delegated to him by general rules. The former 
powers are dealt with in section 12, which has to be read in con- 
nection with section 95 of the Act of 1862. In that section a 
number of matters relating to the business and affairs of the 
company are enumerated as being within the power of the 
liquidator, subject, however, to the sanction of the court. 
These include the carrying on of the business of the company, 
and bringing or defending legal p i in its name and 
on its behalf. Putting aside for the present the ones thus 
specified, all the rest may now be exercised by the liquidator 
without any express sanction of the court, though subject 
to its control (sub-section 2). Then as to other powers which 
have hitherto been exercised by the liquidator subject to 
the sanction of the court, these may now be exercised with the 
sanction either of the court or of the committee of inspection. 
They are the powers, just noticed, to carry on the business of 
the company and to bring or defend legal proceedings, and 
the powers mentioned in sections 159 and 160 of the Act of 
1862—namely, (1) the power to pay certain classes of credi- 
tors in full and pte ~ to compromise with creditors; and 
(2) the power to compromise with contributories and other 
debtors. 

Of greater importance are the provisions of section 13, by 
which certain powers and duties hitherto exercised and per- 
formed by the court may, by general rules, be delegated to the 
liquidator. These are to be found in sections 91, 98, 99, 100, 
102, and 107 of the Act of 1862, and are as follows :—The 
duty of consulting creditors and contributories, and the power 
of calling meetings for this p se (section 91); the settlement 
of the list of contributories, with power to rectify the ister, 
and the collection and distribution of assets (sections 98, 99) ; 
power to require contributories, receivers, and others to deliver 
up property to which the company is primd facie entitled (sec- 
tion 100); power to make calls (section 102) ; and power to fix a 
day within which creditors are to gee their debts (section 107). 
But while all these powers may be delegated to the liquidator, 
it is provided that he shall not rectify the register without the 
special leave of the court, and shall not make any call without 
either such special leave or the sanction of the committee of in- 
spection. 

Of the powers thus enumerated all, except the ages to rectify 
the register, have now been delegated by the rules to the liqui- 
dator. By rule 47 he may, subject to the provisions of the Act 
and to the control of the court, from time to time, when he 
thinks expedient, hold meetings of the creditors and contribu- 
tories for the purpose of ascertaining their wishes in all matters 
relating to the winding up. Other persons may apply to him to 
hold a meeting, but, if they do so, it will be at the risk of hav- 
ing to pay the costs of it, and a sufficient sum to cover these must 
first be deposited with the official receiver. The costs may, how- 
ever, be repaid if the creditors, or the contributories, as the case 
may be, so direct (rule 51). The method of summoning meetings, 
and the procedure to be observed at them, are re ahaid ty 
rules 48 to 50 and 52 to 57. Rules 83 to 88 deal with the 
settlement of the list of contributories. Rule 83 directs the 
liquidator, with all convenient speed after his appointment, to 
settle the list, and to appoint a day for that p More- 
over, he is to observe the requirement of section 99 of the Act 
of 1862 as to distinguishing between persons who are con- 
tributories in their own right, and those who are contributories 
in a representative capacity. The settlement of the list, like all 
the other powers delegated from the court to the liquidator 
under section 13 of the Act, is to be subject to the control of 
the court, and consequently an appeal lies from the decision 
of the liquidator to “the court, but this must be brought not 
later than twenty-one days from the date of service on the 
a? of notice that he has been placed upon the list (rule 
87), Rule 89 in.express terms delegates to the liquidator the 
powers of section 98 of the Act of 1862 with regard to the 
collection and distribution of assets; and, for the hy oe of 
aoquiring or retaining possession of the property of the com- 
pany, he is to be treated as a receiver of he Fisk Court (rule 
90), So, too, rule 91 gives him the power to require the 


delivery + pay of the company from contributories, 
receivers, ani 

As to calls, it has already been noticed that the power to make 
these can only be conferred on the liquidator subject to the 
special leave of the court, or the sanction of the committee of 
inspection. Rule 92 delegates to him this power, but makes it 
incumbent upon him to obtain the sanction of the committee of 
inspection where it exists. Notice of the meeting of the com- 
mittee to consider the matter is to be given by advertisement, 
and tontributories may either attend, or communicate in writing 
= the liquidator or ~ members of the committee. Where 

ere is no committee of inspection, of course application must 
be made to the court, and a separate four days’ notice must be 
served on each contributory, unless the court authorizes notice 
by advertisement. 

Proof of debts (rules 96—122). This matter seems to deserve 
separate treatment, though it is really incidental to the 
power hitherto exercised by the court, under section 107 
of the Act of 1862, of excludi creditors who have 
not proved their debts by a fixed That such proof 
is in future to be insisted on is clear from rule 96, which 
enacts expressly that creditor is to prove his debt. This 
takes the place of rules 22 and 23 of 1862, under which the 
liquidator first allowed such claims as he thought proper, and 
proof was only required by the judge in dow cases. The 
new procedure, of course, is taken from that in bankruptcy, and 
the rules which govern it are largely founded on the Bankruptcy 
Rules of 1886. The task of adjudicating on the proofs is, in the 
first instance, imposed on the liquidator (rule 110), but an appli- 
cation may be made to the court to reverse or vary his decision. 
Notice of such an application must be given within twenty-one 
days of the rejection by him of the proof (rule 111). Asin 
bankruptcy, a final time for proving debts is not fixed until a 
dividend is to be declared, wteanies of the intention to do 
this, which will be sent to creditors mentioned in the statement 
of affairs, must specify the latest date up to which proofs may 
be lodged (rule 122 (1) ). 

The rest of the Act, and the rules founded on it, relate for the 
most to matters which are merely ministerial; but it may 
be noticed that rule 154, following section 72 (1) of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883, provides that the remuneration of the liqui- 
dator shall be fixed by the committee of i ion (or, where 
there is no committee, by the Board of e, under section 9 
(9) ), and shall be in the nature of a commission or percentage, 
of which one part is to be calculated on the amount of assets 
realized, and the other on the amount distributed. And the 
succeeding rules, 155 to 160, are a reproduction of the rules in 
bankruptcy, as recently amended, which forbid either the liqui- 
dator or the members of the committee of i ion to make 
any profit by transactions connected with the winding up, except 
with the sanction of the court. 

The result of the Act and the rules may be summed up mow | 
by saying that they make the ure in winding up identi 
as far as possible with that in ptcy, and that nearly the 
whole of the powers hitherto exercised by the court will in 
future be exercised by the liquidator, subject, of course, to the 
control of the court and to the necessity, in certain cases, of 
getting the previous sanction of the court or of the committee of 
inspection. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 


GARNISHEE ORDERS—DE PASS v. CAPITAL AND INDUS- 
TRIES CORPORATION (LIMITED), (VINALL, GARNISHE®). 


[Te the Editor of the Solicitors’ Joursal.] 


Sir,—The reports of the above case, heard in the Court of on 
the Sth of December, contain no reference to the decision in Cores ¥. 
Barne (22 Q. B.D. M9, 58 L. J. QB. 334, 60 L. T. 303), which 
was then fully considered and confirmed. Coren v. Berne, which was 
a decision of the Divisional Court, went to this—an 


eects 

correctness of this view, it may interest the profession 

those doubts have been removed, and the decision upheld by the 

Court of Appeal. As Lord Justice Kay rightly observed, in nine cases 

out of ten It would be impossible for the oretitor to swear a 
wre 





_to the fact of indebtedness, and in the particular case 
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Court of A: the affidavit was not even made by the creditor (and 
it need Lotte) but by one of ourselves as his solicitor, though this 
fact does not appear from the Z'iimes and other reports of the case 
brought to our notice. frst 

As any practitioner can see, ample protection is afforded the 
garnishee by the opportunity he has of shewing cause under the 
order. 

The above appeal settles other important points with regard to this 

ure. ANGOVE & BRoMWICH, 
London, Dec. 17. Solicitors for the Judgment Creditor. 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (SALES UNDER 
EXECUTIONS). 
ORDER XLIII. 
SALES UNDER EXECUTIONS. 

8. Application for order for private sale.] Every application under 
section 145 of the ptcy Act, 1883, and section 12 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1890, for an order that a sale under an execution may be 
made otherwise than by public auction shall be made by summons at 
Chambers. Upon service of a copy of the summons on the sheriff he 
shall forward to the applicant a list of the names and addresses of 
every m at whose instance any other writ of execution against 
the goods of the debtor has been lodged with him (herein-after called 
the sheriff's list). 

9. Statement.| The summons shall contain a short statement of the 
grounds of the application. 

10. Notice.] Notice of the application shall be given by serving a 
copy of the summons four clear days before the day on which the 
summons is returnable :— 

(a.) If the applicant is an execution creditor, upon the sheriff, and 
upon every person named in the sheriff's list : 

(5.) it the applicant is the execution debtor, upon the execution 
creditor at whose instance the execution has been levied under 
which the sale is intended to be made, the sheriff, and every 
other person named in the sheriff's list. 

11. List.] On the —_ of the application the applicant shall 
produce to the Court or Judge the sheriff's list. 

12. Hearing.] The sheriff and every other person on whom the 
summons has been served may attend the hearing of the application 
and be heard in opposition to or in support of the application. 

13. Costs.) The Court or a Judge may, at the hearing of any 
summons under these Rules, direct that all or any part of the costs 
7 be borne by any of the persons attending, or otherwise as may 

just. 

14. Interpretation. | In these Rules— 

** Sheriff”’ includes any officer charged with the execution of any 

writ of execution. 

15. Commencement.| These Rules shall commence and come into 
operation on the first day of January one thousand eight hundred 
ey + They may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court ( under Executions), or as Order XLIII., Rules 8 to 14, 
with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1583. 

The seventeenth of December, 1890. 

(Signed) Hatssvry, C. 
Esner, M.R. 
J. Hannen, Pres. P. D. & A. 
Natu. Lixpriey, L.J. 
Epw. Fry, L.J. 
C. E. Kay, LJ. 
C. E. Pottock, B. 


MK. JUSTICE STIRLING’S CHAMBERS. 
ADJOURNMENTS TO THE JUDGE. 
Attendance of Counsel, 

If it is desired that counsel shall attend at the hearing of any ap- 
plication adjourned to the judge, notice must be given at the time of 
the adjournment. If all parties consent in writing, application can 
be to transfer from one list to the other (but not later than the 


Tuesday preceding the day appointed for hearing), and the chief 
clerk will give sach direction as the state of business before the judge 
will permit. Without such consent in writing no alteration can be 


By order of the Indge, 1st December, 1890. 


THE COMPANIES (WINDING UP) ACT, 1490. 


Geert Rei wave Penecast to Seerios 26 ov tue Comvastes (Wisvrse 
Ur) Act, 1900. 


‘Continued from p. 105.) 
Cows vPAtAuLE ovr or THE Asents ov Tun Company. 
Dh. Conte paywhle ot of the aacte.| The assets of « company which is 





being wound up, remaining after payment of the fees, and actual expenses 
incurred in realizing or getting in the assets, shall, subject to any Order of 
the Court, and, if the winding up is in the Stannaries Court, subject to the 
provisions of the Stannaries Act, 1887, be liable to the following payments, 
which shall be made in the following order of priority, namely :— 
First. The taxed costs of the petition, including the taxed costs of any 
person appearing on the petition whose costs are allowed by the 
Court : 


Next. The remuneration of the special manager (if any) : 

», The costs and expenses of any person who makes, or concurs in 

making, the company’s statement of affairs : 

,, The taxed charges of any shorthand writer appointed to take an 

examination: Provided that where the shorthand writer is 
— at the instance of the Official Receiver the cost of the 
shorthand notes shall be deemed to be an expense incurred by 
the Official Receiver in getting in and realizing the assets of 
the Company : 

;» The Liquidator’s necessary disbursements, other than actual 
expenses of realization heretofore provided for : 

;, The costs of any person properly employed by the Liquidator 
with the sanction of the committee of inspection : 

,, The remuneration of the Liquidator : 

;, The actual out-of-pocket expenses necessarily incurred by the 
committee of inspection, subject to the approval of the Board 
of Trade. 

OrrictaL Recerver As ProvistonaL LiqurpAToR. 

32. Appointment of Provisional Liquidator. Form 21.] (1.) After the presenta- 
tion of a petition, upon the application of a creditor, or of a contributory, or 
of the company, and upon proof by affidavit of sufficient grounds for the 
appointment of the Official Receiver as Provisional Liquidator, the Court 
may, if it thinks fit, and upon such terms as may be just, make such 
appointment. 

(2.) An order appointing the Official Receiver to be Provisional Liquidator 
prior to the making of a winding-up order, shall bear the number of 
the petition in respect of which it is made, and shall state the nature and 
short description of the property of which the Official Receiver is ordered 
to take possessien. 

Peririo0n. 

33. Form of petition, Forms 12 and 13.] Every petition for the winding 
up of any company by the Court, or subject to the supervision of the 
Court, shall be in the Forms No. 12 and 13 in the Appendix, with such 
variations as circumstances may require. 

34. Advertisement of petition. Form mi Every petition shall be advertised 
seven clear days before the hearing, as follows :— 

(1.) In the case of a company whose registered office, or if there shall 
be no such office, then whose principal or last known principal place 
of business is or was situate within ten miles of the principal entrance 
of the Royal Courts of Justice, once in the London Gazette, and 
once at least in one London daily morning newspaper, or in such other 
newspaper as the Court directs. 

(2.) In the case of any other company, once in the London Gazette, and 
ouce at least in one local newspaper circulating in the district where 
such registered office, or principal or last known place of business, as 
the case may be, of such company is or was situate. 

The advertisement shall state the day on which the petition was 
presented, and the name and address of the petitioner, and of his 
solicitor and London agent (if any). 

35. Service of petition. Forms 14 and 15.) Every petition shall, unless 
presented by the company, be served at the vegitensh eflice, if any, of the 
company, and if there is no registered office, then at the principal or last 
known principal place of business of the company, if any such can be 
found, upon any member, officer, or servant of the company there, or in 
case no such member, officer, or servant can be found there, then by 
being left at such registered office or principal place of business, or 
by being served on such member or members of the company as the Court 
may direct ; and every petition for the winding up of a company, subject 
to the supervision of the Court, shall also be served upon the Liquidator 
(if any) appointed for the purpose of winding up the affairs of the com- 

any. 

}. Verification of petition. Form 17.) Every petition for the winding 
up of any company by the Court, or subject to the supervision of the Court, 
shall be verified by an affidavit referring thereto. Such affidavit shall be 
made by the petitioner, or by one of the petitioners, if more than one, or, 
in case the petition is presented by a company, by some director, secretary, 
or other principal officer thereof, and shall be sworn after and filed within 
four days after the petition is presented, and such affidavit shall be suffi- 
cient primd facie evidence of the statements in the petition. 

37. Copy of petition to be furnished to creditor or contributory.) Every con- 
tributory or creditor of the company shall be entigled to be furnished, by 
the solicitor of the petitioner, with a copy of the petition, within 24 
hours after requiring the same, on paying the rate of 4d. per folio of 72 
words for such copy. 


Oxupen TO Winp up A Company. 


38. Form and contents, Forma 18 and 19.) An order to wind up a com- 
pany shall contain at the foot thereof a notice stating that it will be the 
duty of the person who is at the time secretary or chief officer of the com- 
pany, and of such of the persons who are Hable to make out or concur in 
making out the company’s statement of affairs as the Official Receiver may 
require, to attend on the Official Receiver forthwith on the service thereof 
at the place mentioned therein. 

89. Transmiasion of copy lo Oficial Recoiver,| Three copies of every order 












0. 





penses 
rder of 
; to the 
ments, 


of any 
by the 


ours in 


ake an 
iter is 
, of the 
red by 
sets of 


actual 


lidator 


by the 
Board 


senta- 
ory, or 
or the 
Court 
e such 


iidator 
ber of 
re and 
rdered 


inding 
of the 
h such 


srtised 


2 shall 

place 
trance 
, and 
other 


e, and 
where 
eSs, as 


mn was 
of his 


unless 
of the 
or last 
an be 
, or in 
en by 
388, Or 
Court 
ubject 
idator 
com- 


nding 
Court, 
all be 
ne, Or, 
etary, 
within 

suffi- 


y con- 
ed, by 
lin 24 
of 72 


com- 
be the 
) com- 
cur in 
r may 
hereof 


order 








Dec. 20, 1890. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








to wind up a company, and order for the appointment of the Official 
Receiver as Provisional Liquidator of a Company, sealed with the seal of 
the Court, shall forthwith be sent by post or otherwise by the Registrar to 
the Official Receiver. 

40. Service of order.] The Official Receiver shall cause a copy of the order 
to wind up the company sealed with the seal of the Court to be served upon 
the secretary or other chief officer of the company at the registered office of 
the company, or upon such other person or persons, or in such other manner 
as the Court may direct. 3 

41. Notice of order. Form 20.] (1.) When an order to wind up a company 
is made the Official Receiver shall forthwith give notice thereof to the Board 
of Trade, who shall forthwith cause such notice to be gazetted. 

(2.) The Official Receiver shall forthwith send notice thereof to such local 
paper as the Board of Trade may from time to time direct, or, in default of 
such direction, as he may select. 

Spectra MANAGER. 

42. Appointment of special manager. [s. 5 of Act of 1890.]] (1.) Anappli- 
cation by the Official Receiver for the appointment of a special manager 
shall be supported by a report of the Official Receiver, which shall be placed 
on the file of proceedings, and in which shall be stated the amount of 
remuneration which, in the opinion of the Official Receiver, ought to be 
allowed to the special manager. No affidavit by the Official Receiver in 
support of such an application shall be required. 

(2.) The remuneration of the special manager shall, unless the Judge 
otherwise in any special case directs, be stated in the order appointing him. 

(3.) A copy of the order appointing a special manager shall be transmitted 
to the Board of Trade by the Official Receiver. 


Frst Meetincs or Creprrors AND ConTRIBUTORIES. 

43. Notice of first mecting to officers of company. [s. 6 of Act of 1890. 
Form .] (1.) The Official Receiver shall give to each of the directors an 
other officers of the company who in his opinion ought to attend the first 
meetings of creditors and contributories seven days’ notice of the time 
and place appointed for each meeting. The notice may be either delivered 
personally or sent by prepaid post letter, as may be convenient, It shall 
be the duty of every director or officer who receives notice of such meeting 
to attend if so required by the Official Receiver. 

44. Notice of first meeting to Board of Trade.\ The Official Receiver shall 
fix the days for the first meetings of creditors and contributories, and shall 
forthwith give notice thereof to the Board of Trade, who shall gazette the 
same. 

45. Times for holding first meecting.] Where practicable, and unless the 
Court specially directs to the contrary, the first meetings of creditors and 
contributories shall not be held until after the statement of affairs prescribed 
by section 7 of the Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, has been submitted 
to the Official Receiver. If an extension of time for summoning the meet- 
ings or either of them is required, an application for extension of time may 
be made by the Official Receiver ex on a report without any affidavit. 

46. Notice to contributories. Forms 22 and 23.] Notice of the first meeting 
of contributories shall be sent to every person who appears from the 
company’s books or otherwise to be a contdivabery of the company. 


GeweRAL Meetines or Creprrors AND CoNTRIRUTORIES. 

47. Meetings for ascertaining wishes of creditors and contributories. Form 31. 
[s. 13 of Act of 1890.]] Subject to the provisions of the Companies (Wind- 
ing Up) Act, 1890, and to the control of the Court, the Liquidator may 
from time to time, when he thinks expedient, summon, hold, and conduct 
meetings of the creditors or contributories for the purpose of ascertaining 
their wishes in all matters relating to the winding up. 

48. Meetings subsequent to the first meetings. Form 30.] Meetings subse- 
quent to the first meetings of creditors and contributories shall be summoned 
by sending notices to them. The notice to each creditor shall be sent to 
the address given in his proof, or if he has not proved, to the address given 
im the statement of affairs of the company, or to such other address as may 
be known to the person summoning the meeting. The notice to each con- 
tributory shall be sent to the address mentioned in the company’s books as 
the address of such contributory, or to such other address as may be known 
to the person summoning the meeting. 

49. Notices of general meetings. Form 26.) The notices of general meet- 
ings to be issued to creditors and contributories by the Official Receiver or 
Liquidator shall, where no special time is prescribed, be sent off not less 
than seven days before the day appointed for the meeting. 

50. Proof of notice. Forms 27 and 28.) A certificate by the Official 
Receiver or other officer of the Court, or by the clerk of any such person, 
or an affidavit by the Liquidator, or his solicitor or the clerk of either of 
such persons, that the notice of any meeting has been duly posted, shall 
be sufficient evidence of such notice moving bote duly sent to the person 
to whom the same was addressed. 

51. Costs of calling meeting.] The costs of summoning a meeting of 
creditors at the instance of any person other than the Official Receiver or 
Liquidator shall be paid by the person at whose instance it is summoned, 
who shall before the meeting is summoned deposit with the Official Re- 
ceiver or, Liquidator (as the case may be) such sum as may be required by 
the Official Receiver or Liquidator as security for the payment of such 
costs. The said costs shall be repaid out of the assets of the company, if 
= creditors or contributories, as the case may be, shall by resolution so 

rect. : 

52. Chairman of general meetings. Form 25.) Where a meeting is sum- 
moned by the Official Receiver he or someone nominated by him shall be 
chairman of the meeting. At every other meeting of creditors and con- 
tributories ner than meetings to which the schedule of the Companies 
(Winding Up) Act, 1890, applies) the chairman shall be such person as the 


53. Votes at meetings.| wong neon cent section 91 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, relating to votes of creditors and contributories at 
ao a ame oe a apply 4 the voting of creditors and 
contributories a’ i eld under the Companies (Winding Up) Act, 
1890, and these Rules. ae ») 

54. Copy of resolution for Chief Clerk or istrar. Form 32.) The 
Official Receiver, or, as the case may be, the Liquidator, shall in the 
High Court to the Chief Clerk of the Judge to whom the winding up of 
the Company is assigned, and in any other Court to the , a copy, 
certified by him, of every resolution of a meeting of creditors or con- 
tributories. 

55. Non-reception of notice by a creditor.| Where a meeting of creditors 
or contributories is summoned by notice, the ings and resolutions 
at the meeting shall, unless the Court otherwise orders, be valid, not- 
withstanding that some creditors or contributories may not have received 
the notice sent to them. 

56. Adjournment. Form 29.] Where a meeting of creditors is ad- 
journed, the adjourned meeting shall be held at the same place as the 
original place of meeting, unless in the resolution for adjournment 
another place is specified, or unless the court otherwise orders. 

57. Quorum.| In calculating a quorum at a creditors meeting, those 
persons only who are entitled to vote shall be reckoned. 


STATEMENT oF APPAIRS. 


58. Preparation of statement of affairs. [s. 7 of Act of 1890.) Form 33.] 
(1.) Every person who under section 7 of the Companies (Winding Up) 
Act, 1890, has been required by the Official Receiver to submit and 
verify a statement as to the affairs of the company, shall be furnished by 
the Official Receiver with forms and instructions for the preparation of 
the statement. The statement shall be made out in duplicate, one copy of 
which éhall be verified by affidavit. The Official Receiver shall place upon 
the file of proceedings in the winding up the verified statement of 
affairs. 

(2.) The Official Receiver may from time to time hold personal inter- 
views with such person or persons, for the purpose of investigating the 
company’s affairs; and it shall be the duty of every such person to 
attend on the Official Receiver at such time and place as the Official 
Receiver may appoint, and give the Official Receiver all information 
that he may require. - 

59. Extension of time for submitting statement of affairs.) Where any 
person requires any extension of time for submitting the statement of 
affairs, he shall apply to the Official Receiver, who may, if he thinks fit, 
give a written certificate extending the time, which certficate shall be 
filed with the proceedings in the winding up, and shall render an appli- 
cation to the Court unnecessary. 

60. Information subsequent to statement of affairs.] After the statement 
of affairs of a company has been submitted to the Official Receiver it shall 
be the duty of each person who has made it, if and when required, to 
attend on the Official Receiver and answer all such questions as may be 

ut to him, and give all such further information as may be required of 
him by the Official Receiver in relation to the Statement of Affairs. 
61. Default.] Any default in complying with the requirements of section 
7 of the Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, may be reported by the 
Official Receiver to the Court. }A . a si 

62. Expenses of statement of affairs. son who is requi to 
or concur in adh bees any statement of affairs of a company shall before 
incurring any costs or mses in and about the preparation and 
of the statement apply to the Official Receiver for his sanction, and sub- 
mit a statement of the estimated costs and expenses which it is intended 
to incur ; and no person shall be allowed out of the assets of the Company 
any costs or expenses which have not before being incurred been sanc- 
tioned by the Official Receiver. 


AprorntMEnt or Liqrimator. 
63. Appointment of Ligqnidater on repert of meetings of erediters and con- 
tributories, Form 32. Form 34. Form 34.) (1.) As soon as possible after 
the first meetings of creditors and contributories have been held the 
Official Receiver, or the chairman of the meeting, as the case may he, 
shall report the result of each meeting to the Court. i : 
(2.) Upon the result of the meetings of creditors and contribatories being 
reported to the Court, the Court may, if the creditors and contribatories 
are unanimous in their determination, upon the application of the Official 
Receiver, forthwith make the appointments necessary for giving effect to 
such determination. In any other case the Court shall, on br 
the Official Receiver, fix a day for considering the determinations of the 
meetings, deciding differences (if any), and making such appointments 
and orders as shall be necessary. é : 
(3.) When a time and place have been fixed for the consideration of the 
determinations of the meetings such time and place shall be advertised by 
the Official Receiver in such manner as the Court shall direct, but so that 
the first or only advertisement shall be published not less than seven days 
before the day so fixed. 
(4.) Upon the consideration of the determinations of the 
the Court shall hear the Official Receiver and any creditor or contn- 
butory. 
(5.) If a Liquidator is appointed a copy of the orler appointing him 
shall be transmitted to the Board of Trade by the Official Receiver, and 
the Board of Trade shall as soon as the uidator has given security, 


cause notice of the appointment to be . The of garetting 
notice of the appointment shall be paid by the Liquidator, dat may be 
charged by him on the assets of the Company MPM: 





meeting by resolution shall appoint, 


G4. Advertisement of appointment. Porn 36.) Every 
Liquidator or mnt A inspection shall be advertised by the 
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in such manner as the Court directs immediately after the appointment 
has been made and the Liquidator has given the required security. — 

65. Death, §c., of Liquidator.| In case of the death, removal, or resigna- 
tion of a Liquidator another may be appointed in his place in the same 
manner as directed in the case of a first appointment, and the Official 
Receiver shall on the request of not less than one tenth in value of the 
creditors or contributories summon meetings for the purpose of determin- 
ing whether or not the vacancy shall be filled. 

. Style of Official Receiver when he is Liquidator.] When the Official 
Receiver is Liquidator of a Company he shall be styled ‘‘ Official Receiver 
and Liquidator.”’ 


Secrrrry py Liqvumpator or SpEctAL MANAGER. 


67. Standing security to Board of Trade. Form 35.| In the case of a 
— Manager or a Liquidator other than the Official Receiver the 
following Rules as to security shall be observed, namely :— 

(1.) The security shall be given to such officers or persons and in such 

manner as the Board of Trade may from time to time direct. 

(2.) It shall not be necessary that security shall be given in each separate 
winding up; but security may be given either specially in a parti- 
cular winding up or generally to be available for any winding up in 
which the person giving security may be appointed either as 
Liquidator or Special Manager. 

(3.) The Board of Trade shall fix the amount and nature of such security, 
and may from time to time, as they think fit, either increase or 
diminish the amount of special or general security which any person 
has given. 

(4.) The certificate of the Board of Trade that a Liquidator or Special 
Manager has given security to their satisfaction shall be placed on 
the file of proceedings. 

(5.) The cost of furnishing the required security by a Liquidator or 
Special Manager shall be borne by him personally, and shall not be 
charged against the assets of the Company as an expense incurred 
in the winding-up. 

68. Failure to give or keep up security.| (1.) If a Liquidator or Special 

Manager fails to give the required security within the time stated for that 
urpose in the order appointing him or any extension thereof, the Official 
iver shall report such failure to the Court, who shall thereupon rescind 

the order appointing the Liquidator or Special Manager. 

(2.) If a Liquidator or Special Manager fails to keep up his security, 
the Official Receiver shall report such failure to the Court, who may there- 
upon remove the Liquidator or Special Manager and make such order as 
to costs as the Court shall think fit. 


Pveiic ExAMINaTIon. 


69. Report of Official Receiver to be filed. [s. 8 of Act of 1890.]] (1.) 
A report made by the Official Receiver pursuant to section of the 
Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, shall state in a narrative form the 
facts, and matters which the Official Receiver desires to bring to the 
notice of the Court, and his opinion as required by section 8 of the Com- 
panies (Winding Up) Act, 1890. 

70. Appointment of time for consideration of report.| The Official Receiver 
may apply to the Court to fix a day for the consideration of the report, and 
on such application the Court shall appoint a day on which the report shall 
be considered. 

71. Consideration of report.| The consideration of the report shall be 
before the Judge of the Court personally in chambers, and the Official 
Receiver shall personally, or by counsel or solicitor, attend the considera- 
tion of the report, and give the Court any further information or explana- 
tion with reference to the matters stated in the report which the Court may 

aire. 

42. Order for public examination. Form 37.\ Tf the Court makes an order 
pursuant to sub-section 9 of section 8 of the Companies (Winding Up) 
Act, 1890, directing any person to attend for public examination, the 
examination shall be held in open Court— 

(a.) If the winding up of the company isin the High Court, before such 
one of the officers of the Court mentioned in section 8 of the Com- 
panies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, as the Court may direct, and in the 
absence of any such direction, before a Registrar in Bankruptcy of 
the High Court. 

(b.) If the winding up of the company is in a County Court, before the 
Judge of the Court, or before a Registrar of the Court if such 
Registrar is also a District Registrar of the High Court named by 
the Lord Chancellor for the purpose of holding public examinations 
under the Acts or before any such District Registrar. 

(c.) If the winding up of the company is in the Stannaries Court, before 
the Vice Warden. 

72. Application for day for holding examination.) U an order directing 
a person to ones for public examination being Fie cay Official Receiver 
shall y for the appointment of a day on which the public examination 
rns = alla 2 . 


74. Aypointment of time and place for public examination, Form 38.) A day 
and place shall be appointed for holding the public examination, and 
notice of the day place # appointed shall be given by the Official 
Receiver to the person who is to be examined by sending such notice in 
& registered letter addressed to his usual or last known address. 

15, Notice of publie examination to creditors and eontrilutories.|) The Official 
Receiver é notice of the order appointing the time and place for 

a + examination to the creditors and contributories by adver- 
tising the order in such newspapers as the Board of Trade trom time to 
time direct, or in default of any mch direction as the Official Receiver 
thinks fit, and shall aleo forward notice of the order to the Board of Trade 
to be gazetted. 





76. Default in attending. Form 41.] If any person who has been directed 
by the Court to attend for public examination fails to attend at the time 
and place appointed by the order for holding or proceeding with the same, 
and no good cause is shewn by him for such failure, or if before the day 
appointed for the examination the Official Receiver satisfies the Court that 
such person has absconded or that there is reason for believing that he is 
about to abscond with the view of avoiding examination, it shall be lawful 
for the Court, upon its being proved to the satisfaction of the Court that 
the order for attendance at the public examination was duly served, without 
any further notice to issue a warrant for the arrest of the person re- 
quired to attend, or to make such other order as the Court shall think 
just. 

77. Notes of examination to be filed. Form 40.] The notes of every public 
examination held pursuant to the Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, 
shall, after t eing signed as required by the said Act, be filed with the pro- 
ceedings. 


Proceepines AGAINST Detinavent Dmectors, Promoters, AND OFFICERS, 


78. Application against delinquent directors, officers, and promoters. [s. 10 of 
Act of 1890.| Form 42.] An application under section 10 of the Companies 
(Winding Up) Act, 1890, shall in any Court other than the High Court be 
made by motion to the Court. In the High Court the application shall 
be made in accordance with the practice heretofore observed with reference 
to applications under section 165 of the Companies Act, 1862. Where the 
application is made by the Official Receiver or Liquidator he may make a 
report to the Court stating any facts and information on which he pro- 
ceeds which are verified by affidavit, or derived from sworn evidence in the 
matter. Where the application is made by any other person it shall be 
supported by affidavit. : : 

79. Notice of application.| Where the application is made by motion, 
notice of the intended motion shall be served on every person against 
whom an order is sought, not less than eight days before the day named 
in the notice for hearing the motion. A copy of every report and affidavit 
intended to be used in support of the motion shall be served on every 
person to whom notice of motion is given not less than four days before the 
hearing of the motion. 


PAYMENTS INTO AND OUT OF A BANK. 


80. Payments out of Bank: of England. [s.11 of Act of 1890.]] All payment: 
out of the Companies Liquidation Account shall be made in such manner 
as the Board of Trade may from time to time direct. 

81. Special bank account.| Where the Liquidator is authorized to have a 
special bank account he shall forthwith pay ‘all moneys received by him 
into that account to the credit of the Liquidator of the company. All pay- 
ments out shall be made by cheque payable to order, and every cheque 
shall have marked or written on the face of it the name of the company, 
and shall be signed by the Liquidator, and shall be countersigned by at 
least one member of the committee of inspection, and by such other per- 
son, if any, as the committee of inspection may appoint. 

82. Application by committee of inspection and authority for special bank: 
account. Forms 43 and 44.| Where application is made to the Board of 
Trade to authorize the Liquidator to make his payments into and out of a 
special bank account the Board of Trade may grant such authorization for 
such time and on such terms as they may think fit, and may at any time 
order the account to be closed if they are of opinion that the account is no 
longer required for the purposes mentioned in the application. 


List or ConTRInuTonrres. 


83. Liquidator to setile list of contributories. [8.13 of Act of 1890; 98. 98 
and 99 of Act of 1862.| Form 45.] The Liquidator shall with all convenient 
speed after his appointment settle a list of the contributories of the company, 
and shall appoint a day for that purpose. The list of contributories shall 
contain a statement of the address of, and the number of shares or extent 
of interest to be attributed to each contributory, and shall distinguish the 
several classes of contributories. As regards representative contributories 
the Liquidator shall observe the requirements of section 99 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862. 

84. Appointment of time and place for settlement of list. Form 46.| The 
Liquidator shall give notice in writing of the time and place appointed for 
the settlement of the list of contributories to every person whom he pro- 
poses to include in the list, and shall state in the notice to each person in 
what character and for what number of shares or interest he proposes to 
include such person in the list. 

85. Settlement of list of contributories. Form 47.| Onthe day appointed for 
settlement of the list of contributories, the Liquidator shall hear any person 
who objects to being settled as a contributory, and after such hearing shall 
finally settle the list, which when so settled shall be the list of contributories 
of the company. 

86. Notice to contributories. Forms 48, 50, and 51.) The Liquidator shall 
forthwith give notice to every person whom he has finally placed on the list 
of contributories, stating in what character and for what number of shares 
or interest he has been placed on the list, and in the notice inform such 
person that any application for the removal of his name, from the list or for 
a variation of the list, must be made to the Court by summons within 21 
days from the date of the service on the contributory or alleged contributory 
of notice of the fact that his name is settled in the list of contributories. 

87. Application to the Court to vary te list. (4. 13and », 24 of Act of —~ } 
Subject to the power of the Court to extend the time or to allow an appli- 
cation to be made notwithstanding the expiration of the time limited for 
that purpose, no application to the Court by any person who objects to the 
list of contributories as finally settled by the Liquidator shall be entertained 
after the expiration of 21 days from the date of the servicé on such person 
of notice of the settlement of the list. 
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88. Variation of or addition to list of contributories. Forms 49 and 52.) 
Thé Liquidator may from time to time vary or add to the list of contribu- 
tories, but any such variation or addition shall be made in the same 
manner in all respects as the settlement of the original list. 

(To be continued.) 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


ONSLOW v. THE COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE—No. 2, 
llth December. 


RevENvE—StTaMp—ManrriaGe Serrtement—‘‘ Derrnite AND Certain Scum 
or Money or Stock ’’—Conrincent Interest—Power To Vary INvEst- 
MENTS—Sramp Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 97), Scuepue, Trr. ‘‘ Serrie- 
MENT.”’ 


This was an appeal from a decision of a divisional court (Pollock, B., 
and Hawkins, J.) (38 W. R. 445, 34 Soxrcrrors’ Journat, 231, 24 Q. B. D. 
584) upon a case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue under the 
Stamp Act, 1870, the question being, what-was the proper amount of duty 
chargeable upon a settlement made in 1888, on the marriage of Marion 
Oliver and Denzil Onslow. The settlement comprised the interest of 
Marion Oliver in certain moneys, stocks, funds, and securities set forth in 
three schedules thereto. The property comprised in the first schedule 
represented the proceeds of real and personal estate devised and bequeathed 
by the will of James Pickup. This property was held upon trust, as to one 
moiety, for Anne Loxham Pickup for her life, and after her decease for her 
children as she should by deed or will appoint, and, in default of appoint- 
ment, equally, and, in the event of her leaving no issue, upon the trusts 
declared concerning the other moiety. The testator declared similar trusts 
of the other moiety in favour of Georgiana Elizabeth Oliver and her 
children. She was a sister of Anne Loxham Pickup, and was the mother 
of Marion Oliver. By a deed of appointment dated the 13th of April, 
1888, Mrs. Oliver appointed the whole of this property, subject to any 
prior interest therein, to her daughter Marion Oliver. The property com- 
prised in the second schedule represented the share of Mrs. Oliver in the 
personal estates of her father and brother, both of whom had died intestate, 
which share was settled by her before her marriage in trust for herself for 
life, and after her decease in trust for her children as she should appoint, 
and, in the event of her leaving no children, upon similar trusts and powers 
in favour of her sister. On the 14th of April, 1888, Mrs. Oliver appointed 
this property absolutely to her daughter Marion, who was her sole sur- 
viving child, subject to a limited power of revocation in the event of her 
having any future children who should attain the age of twenty-one. The 
property comprised in the third schedule represented the share of Anne 
Lexham Pickup in the same estates, which was settled upon trusts for 
herself and her children as she should appoint, with similar trusts and 
powers in favour of her sister Mrs. Oliver in the event of her leaving no 
issue. This property was, by a deed of the 16th of April, 1888, appointed 
by Mrs. Oliver, subject to all prior interests, to her daughter, and subject 
also to a limited power of revocation in the event of Mrs. Oliver having any 
future children who should attain twenty-one. At the date of the settle- 
ment made on the marriage of Marian Oliver, Aun Loxham Pickup was 
sixty years old. The aggregate value of the several properties was assessed 
at £209,370 11s. 5d. The commissioners were of opinion that the marriage 
settlement, so far as it related to these properties, was chargeable under 
the head ‘‘ Settlement’’ in the schedule to the Act with an ad valorem 
duty of 5s. per cent., which amounted to £523 10s. The parties interested 
in the settlement required the commissioners to state a case for the opinion 
of the court. 'The schedule to the Stamp Act, 1870, defines ‘‘ Settlement’’— 
‘‘ Any instrument, whether voluntary or upon any good or valuable consider- 
ation other than a bond fide pecuniary consideration, whereby any definite and 
certain sum of money, or any definite and certain amount of stock, or any 
security, is settled or pontom 4 to be settled in any manner whatsoever,” it 
being provided that in such a case the stamp duty shall be at the rate of 
5s, per cent. The Divisional Court affirmed the view of the commissioners. 
On behalf of the appellants it was urged that the ad valorem duty did no 
apply to con’ nt or defeasible interests. 

ne Court (Linpiry, Bowrn, and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Linpiey, L.J., said that the argument was that the commissioners, in 
assessing the stamp duty on the settlement, had proceeded on a wrong 
principle, and that there was no settlement of any definite and certain 
amount of stock within the meaning of the Stamp Act. The argument 
really came to this—that no{ interest could be subject to the Stamp Act, 
wnless it was an indefeasible vested interest. There was nothing m the 
Act to warrant that conclusion. Bowsrn and Fry, L.JJ., concurred.— 
Counsg., Danckwerts ; Sir BE. Clarke, 8.G., and @. B. Rosher, Soxrcrrors, 
Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co. ; Solicitor to Inland Revenue, 


Re LANGHAM’S CONTRACT—No, 2, 6th December. 


Venpor AND Purcuasen—Liantrry to pay Svcorssron Duty—Sats ny 
uJ 
Exprorant Hem—Conrract to saui “ Free rrom Incumprancrs ’*— 
Succrsston Duty Act (16 & 17 Vier, oc, 51), 8. 42. 


The question in this case was, whether the vendor or the purchaser of 
real estate was liable to pay succession duty, the vendor ha contracted 
to sell the property ‘free from incumbrances.”’ Sir J was the 


owner in fee of the property, subject to a lease for ‘a term of seventy 
years. He was eighty-eight years of age, and was a widower, and he had no 


the property ‘“‘to which the said H. Langham is entitled in reversion 
expectant on the death of Sir J. Langham intestate and without issue, and 
cet ces cas tutetoeh ob Tt Pemations him.” The contract also 
provided that the interest of H. , as defined, sold 
‘free from incumbrances.”” The purckasers insisted that the vendor was 
liable to 0 eS would become pay- 
able on the dea’ of Sit J. Langhnan, er'thish 1 tee pedchastes wouth tne 
to pay it, they were entitled to an indemnity from the vendor. Stirling, J., 
held, on the authority of Cooper v. Trewby (28 Beav. 194), that the pur- 
chasers were bound to pay the duty. The question was, whether the 
succession duty was an “‘ incumbrance”’ within the meaning of the con- 
tract 


Tue Cover (Linptey, Bowen, and. Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the de- 
cision. Lrvptey, L.J., said that, though succession duty would become 
payable on the death of Sir J. Langham, there was at the present moment 
no existing ‘‘incumbrance”’ against which the vendor was bound to 
indemnify the purchasers. The it case was covered by (Cooper v. 
Trewby, which his lordship th t to be a right decision. Bowszn and 
Fry, L.JJ., concurred. uNSEL, A. E. Dryden ; Graham Hastings, Q.C., 
and C. C. Tucker. Sorscrrors, Gedge, Kirby, & Co. ; Pearce, Jones, § Co. 


SIMMONS v. THE LONDON JOINT-STOCK BANK—No. 2, 16th December. 


NEGOTIABLE INsTRUMENT—PLEDGE—Saanre Certiricates—SHare WARRANTS 
—Bonps—P epee ny Broker To BANKER WITHOUT AUTHORITY OF TRUE 
OwnEr—Ricuts or Banker. 

This case raised questions as to the rights of bankers in respect of bonds 
Repeated Sith tases Dy 8 Ueto for 
advanced by the banker to the broker when the securities 
in fact, not to the broker, but to a client of his, and have been 

ledged by the broker without the authority of the client. Kekewich, J., 
eld that the defendant bank were liable in damages to predl a ay 
clients whose securities had been p) without their authority to the 
bank by their broker, and sold by the bank for the — of repaying 
the advance made by them to the broker. The plaintiff was a customer of 

Herapath, Delmar, & Co., stockbrokers, and the action was t 

against their bankers to recover the value of some Argentine bonds of the 

Bank of Buenos Ayres, of the nominal value of 15,000dols. The bonds were 

securities to bearer, issued with a Government tee. The i 

had left in the hands of Delmar, one of the of Herapath, 

& Co., for custody, Argentine bonds to the above amount ; but on October 

12, 1887, Delmar, desiring to raise money Pn poy of his own, and 

without any authority from the plaintiff, con to sell the plaintiff's 

bonds to Prior & Co. for 1,820dols., and on the same day he made a 

eter eat to ee 15,000dols. for 

, 28 the had 


FR 


October 28. On Delmar delivered the bonds which he con- 
tracted to sell in three separate lots, and on the same day he took 


contract the property in 
until he sees r 
this is not the ordinary 
paid for by cheque, and we entertain no doubt that the property 
in the bonds passed to Delmar on their . Then comes the 
inquiry whether there was any appropriation by of the 


bonds 
to the plaintiff, and when such , if any, took _ 
We ontetain no doubt on the thas teak that, before the tama mee 


bonds had by substitu ees Se any aS 
tiff. ‘This leads us to the next contention on the part of the appel- 
ts—viz., that the bonds were negotiable securities, and that the bank, 
having n them for value and in good faith, without notice that they 
belonged to Delmar's principal, are entitled to hold them against all the 
world. Whether the bonds in question were negotiable securities in 


35 


i 





unproved. A negotiable instrument to by 
ae cubes ae ‘ from hand to band Uy a » and the 
holder of which for time being, if he is a fade holder for 
value without notice, has a good title, notwithstanding any detect 
of title in the person from whom he took it. contractual 
document, in other words, may be such that, by virtue of its delivery, 
srced Let the sueheies squash tp sulghal sumatng. Salty, Gat 
y> ’ 
it may yet fal] short of being a completely negotiable instrament, becagse 
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the transferee acquires by mere delivery no better title than his transferor. 
We will assume in the appellants’ favour, and for the purpose of this case 
only, that the documents in question had been proved to be completely 
i instruments, and we proceed to inquire, on that assumption, 
whether the bank, even if this were so, ever became bond fide holders of 
them for value, without notice of the infirmity of the title of Delmar. The 
inferences of fact which we draw are as follows:—The bank, we think, 
were aware that the bonds might very probably belong not to Delmar at 
all, but to one or more of his clients. e bank took it for granted that, 
if the bonds did not in fact belong to Delmar, he had been authorized by 
the real owner to raise money on the bonds, within the limit of their 
market value. This assumption and belief were based, not on inquiry or 
investigation, but on the bank’s faith in the honesty of Delmar, and was, 
in fact, erroneous. But the bank did not believe that Delmar had been 
authorized by the real owner to deposit the bonds en bloc, together with 
other securities, which belonged to other persons, and to raise a lump sum 
upon the whole. The bank were, indeed, honestly of opinion that Delmar 
might lawfully do so, but we think that they based this view upon a mis- 
taken assumption that such deposit en b/oc, without authority from the client, 
was recognized by the law. In other words, they knew that the bonds in 
uestion might probably belong to a third person; they did not know and 
did not believe that the owner had authorized their being deposited and 
pledged en bloc, but they honestly believed that such an authority from the 
owner was not necessary in law, if he had sanctioned (as the bank assumed 
from their faith in Delmar’s honesty to be the case) the pledging of the 
documents for any sum of money whatsoever. If this be the true view of 
the transaction, the bank never became bond fide holders for value without 
notice, since they never believed that Delmar was the true owner, and 
never, indeed, believed that any authority had been given by the true 
owner, which alone in law could justify what was being done. On the 
, they chose to shut their eyes to this nec part of the 
, under a tion of thelaw. Earl of Sheffield v. London Joint- 
Stock (13 App. Cas. 333) seems to shew that, under such circum- 
stances, the bank acquired no title to the bonds as against the true owner. 
The appeal, therefore, must be dismissed, with costs.—Cotnset, Sir H. 
Davey, Q.C., Finlay, Q.C., and W. D. Ravlins ; Rigby, Q.C., Warmington, 
Q.C., and Grosrenor Woods. Sorscrtors, Clarke, Railins, & Co.; R. 8. 
Gregson. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Ex parte KING'S COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE—North, J., 13th December. 


Cotiece—Enectios or New Buittprses—AppiicaTion or Money 1x Court 
IS REspEct or Precuase or Lanp TAKEN BY Rattway CoMPANY UNDER 
Lasps Cravses Consotipation Act—Consent or CoprHotp CommMis- 
stoxERs—U sIversities aNp Cotiece Estates Act, 1858 (21 & 22 Vicr. 
c. 44), ss. 27, 28—Usiversiries axp Cottece Estates AMENDMENT ACT, 
1880 (43 & 44 Vicr. c. 46), ss. 2, 4. 

This was a petition by King’s College, Cambridge (under the Universi- 
i College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1880), asking that a sum of India 

a ad which was in <0 tad Sean 4 arisen from the investment of 

t -money of ing to the college, which had been 

taken + Fail y under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 


might ace eae might be applied in paying 
the cost of some new ings which the college were erecting. The 
Coop ten 9 amma pe Aa srg at liberty to refund the money 
@ series of thirty annual instalments, and that these instalments, when 
invested in India Stock. It was said that the 
new buildings might have been treated as a permanent reinvestment of the 
parchase-money under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts, but that the 
other mode of “ap eet See wage more advantageous. The only question 
was, whether the consent of the © ld Commissioners was uecessary. 
It had not been asked for. Section 27 of the Universities and College Estates 
Act, 1858 (271 & 22 Vict. c. 44), enables any college in either of the 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge, with the consent of the Copyhold 
Commissioners, to raise money by of any lands belonging to the 
college, and to appl the money for or towards (inter alia) the erection of 
buildings. 28 2s for the repayment 
ments spread over a period 
b Universities and College Estates Amendment Act, 
ict. c. 46), provides, by section 2, that the shase-money of 
a college under the Act of 1858 shall, with the consent of 
the Commissioners, be icable by the college in the repay- 
tnoney borrowed Ff that Act, or to any of the purposes 
to which the money s0 borrowed is applicable under that Act. And section 
Sgpeteer iat the provisions of the Act shall apply, as well to moneys 
have arisen from _ sale of lands belonging to a ae ee 
the Act of 1858, aa to moneys g to the co’ which 
anny Sore coleen Sous the silo of any such lai under any other Act, 
It 
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Which may be standing in court to the credit of any cause or matter. 
was contended that, as the money in court was under the control of 
and in no sense under the control of the commissioners, and as 
have been reinvested under the Lands Clanses Consolidation Act 
without the consent of the commissioners, their consent was not 


 4., held that the consent of the commissioners was required, 
and ordered the petition to stand over until their consent been 
Chained. He thought that section 4 of the Act of 1880, in making “the 

A the Act” apply to money which had arisen from the sale of 
Aher Act, and which be in court, 
imtrodaced the requirement of the eomeent of the Copy Comnissioners, 
He was ached in effect to read section 4 ae it it had said, “The provi- 





sions of the Act, except so far as they require the consent of the commis- 
sioners.’’ He did not see his way to do that.—CovunszL, Cozens-Hardy, 
Q.C., and Gaselee ; Hornell. Soucrrors, F. § T. Smith § Sons. 


Re WANZER (LIM.)—North, J., 13th December. 


Company—Winpine up—VALipiTy or PROCEEDINGS AGAINST PROPERTY oF 
Company In Liqurpation—Scotcn SEQUESTRATION FOR ReENT—LANp- 
LORD’s RIGHT OF ‘‘ HypotHEec’’—LEAVE oF Court To ProceEp—Com- 
panies Act, 1862, ss. 87, 163. 


This was a western eg liquidator of a company in liquidation to 
restrain proceedings nm by a landlord in Scotland by way of seques- 
tration against property of the wacom mad in respect of rent, and the main 
question was whether such proceedings were a ‘‘sequestration’’ within 
the meaning of section 163 of the Companies Act, 1862. The company 
were tenants of premises in Glasgow, under the Scottish Land Building 
Co., for a term of five years from Whitsun Day (May 15), 1890, at an 
annual rent of £230, payable half-yearly, at Martinmas (November 11) 
and Whitsun Day (May 15). The landlords were informed soon after the 
commencement of the winding up, in October, 1890, that the liquidator in- 
tended toremove stockand other goodsfrom the premises. Thereupon they 
took proceedings in the Sheriff’s Court of Lanarkshire, and obtained an order 
for sequestration, under which the goods were impounded to meet, by the 
sale of a sufficient part of them, (if not paid before) the two half-yearly 
instalments of rent to become due on Martinmas last and Whitsun Day 
next. This motion was for an injunction (the Companies Act, 1862, 
applying to Scotland, and the court being able to enforce its orders 
there) to restrain the landlords from p ing with the sequestration 
and compel them to give up possession. Section 163 of the Companies Act, 
1862, provides that, ‘‘ Where any company is being wound up by the 
court, or subject to the supervision of the court, any attachment, seques- 
tration, distress, or execution put in force against the estate or effects of 
the company after the commencement of the winding up shall be void to all 
intents,’’ and by section 87, ‘‘ When an order has been made for winding 
up a company under this Act, no suit, action, or other proceeding shall 

proceeded with or commenced against the company except with the 
leave of the court and subject to such terms as the court may impose.’ 
The questions were—first, whether a Scotch sequestration is a proceed - 
ing within section 163; secondly, whether, if it is, the court, reading 
section 87 of the same Act in conjunction with section 163, could, and 
under the circumstances would, give leave to the landlords to pursue 
their remedy by sequestration, There was evidence given by eminent 
Scotch lawyers as to the nature of a Scotch landlord’s right of hypothec 
over goods on the demised premises, and the nature of proceedings 
to enforce it. It was contended on behalf of the liquidator that a Scotch 
sequestration was within section 163, and that by analogy to the case of 
a landlord in England distraining for rent, the Scotch landlords would not 
be allowed to obtain preference for rent in respect of occupation before 
the winding up. On behalf of the landlords it was argued, that the 
sequestration aimed at in section 163 was an English sequestration only, a 
proceeding of an entirely different character from a Scotch sequestration 
to enforce a landlord’s right of ‘‘hypothec.”? The evidence, it was said, 
shewed that the landlord’s right of hypothec was rather in the nature of a 
mortgage charge, and that, as a matter almost of course, the court allowed 
a mortgagee to enforce his charge if he were not paid, reading section 
163 in conjunction with section 87. 

Nortn, J., held that the word ‘‘ sequestration’”’ in section 163 was 
applicable to a Scotch sequestration, and that the proceedings of the land- 
lords were void under that section. None of the Scotch witnesses said 
that the proceedings were not a ‘‘ sequestration’’ ; they only said that the 
proceedings did not give the landlords a new preference, but were merely 
a mode of enforcing an old one. The word was found in conjunction with 
** distress,’ which, though a different remedy, was in pari materid, and 
the Act applied to Scotland. His age could see no reason why the 
right of an English landlord should be affected by the Act, and the right 
of a Scotch landlord should not. The landlords had been entirely 
wrong in their action, and, if that were the only question, the injunc- 
tion would be granted. But the further point arose, that, according 
to the construction which had been put on the Act, section 163, 
though in terms absolute, was to be read with section 87, and the 
court could give leave to proceed with the uestration. This was 
no doubt so, but the court could impose such terms as it thought 
just. The — then arose, whether this was a case, looking at the 
nature of the landlord’s right, and the circumstances, in which that 
leave would now be given. He did not think he ought to compel the 
landlords to make a fresh application for leave, though the fact that 
they had not applied for leave before commencing their proceedings 
might affect the terms on which he should give leave. He held that the 

juestration was a “ proceeding’’ within section 87. On the evidence 
of the Scotch experts he considered that the effect of a landlord’s right of 
“ hypothec”’ in land was to give him a real security in respect of his 
rent upon the demised property, and to give him that security by way of 
anticipation before the rent became due. He was, therefore, a secured 
creditor by the Scotch law. A mortgagee was allowed almost as a matter 
ye! ae ge pac or — after = eeemnent of the 
u a company proceedings to enforce his security. If the 
landlords Rad applied in the first instance leave would have been given 
to them. They were entirely wrong in weeding without leave, He 
would give leave now without a formal application, but the leave would 


be given only on the terms of the ying the liquidator’s 
costa of this Ne ge Tage Napier Higgins, Q.0., and 0. B. &. 
Jenkins ; Couens-Hardy, Q.C., and Chadwyck+Healey, Soracrrons, Munna § 


Longden ; Belfrage & Vo, 
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THE CORPORATION OF WOLVERHAMPTON v. THE BILSTON COM- 
MISSIONERS AND LOCAL BOARD OF HEALTH — North, J., 16th 
December. 

Warer Surpry—Sratutory AGREEMENT By LocaL AUTHORITY TO TAKE 
SuprLy FROM ANOTHER CoRPORATION—RIGHT TO OBTAIN PART OF SUPPLY 
ELSEWHERE—Pvusiic Heattu Act, 1874, ss. 51, 52. 


This was an action to restrain the defendant commissioners from taking 
steps to supply their district with water from any other source than the 
plaintiffs, in breach (as was alleged) of a statutory agreement. The agree- 
ment in question was dated May, 1866, and was made between a then 
existing company, called the Wolverhampton New Waterworks Co., and 
the defendants. It was mutually agreed between the parties thereto that 
the water company should supply the township of Bilston with water, and 
that the commissioners should. purchase such supply, on the terms therein- 
after set forth, for a term of years, and that ‘‘ the said company shall 
supply to the said township daily 220,000 gallons of water at the least, 
and such further and greater quantity as the said commissioners may take, 
use, and require.”” The water was to be of their usual good quality, and 
fit for all ordinary domestic purposes. The commissioners were to pay for 
a daily supply of 220,000 gallons at one-fifth of a penny per gallon, 
whether they used and consumed that quantity or not, and the company 
were to supply at the same price any quantity which the commissioners 
might require beyond that amount. The water was to be delivered at a 
specified place. The agreement was ratified by an Act of Parliament 
passed soon after it was made, and was subsequently made _—— by 
another Act. The powers and obligations of the waterworks company 
were afterwards transferred by another Act to the plaintiff corporation, 
and by other Acts provision was made for the application of the profits of 
the waterworks for the benefit of the borough of Lidpamccgye or and the 
water consumers therein. The principal questions were, whether, upon 
the true construction of the agreement, the defendants were bound to take 
their supply of water exclusively from the plaintiffs, as the successors of 
the water company, and whether, if they were, they were nevertheless 
empowered by section 51 of the Public Health Act, 1875, to obtain a supply 
elsewhere, notwithstanding the provisions of section 52, which prevents a 
local authority from doing so if there is a water company having power to 
supply water within their district. It was contended that the plaintiff cor- 
poration were not a water company within the meaning of the definition 
clause in the Public Health Act—viz., ‘‘any firm or body of persons, 
corporate or unincorporate, supplying, or who may hereafter supply, water 
for his or their own profit.’’ 

Nort, J., said that, though the construction of the agreement was not 
without difficulty, he had come to a clear conclusion that the several words 
‘use,’ ‘require,’ ‘‘ take,’’ and ‘‘ consume,’’ which were used in it with 
respect to the water to be supplied, all meant the same thing—namely, 
the quantity of water needed throughout the defendants’ district—and 
that the defendant commissioners contracted to take all their supply 
from the plaintiffs. He was also of opinion that, whether, apart from 
section 52 of the Public Health Act, the defendants would or would not 
have been empowered, notwithstanding their agreement, to obtain water 
from another source, the plaintiffs were a corporate body, supplying water 
for their own profit within the Bilston district, and therefore the defendant 
commissioners were prohibited by section 52 from acting under section 51 
so long as the plaintiffs were able and willing to supply them.—CounskL, 
Cozens- Hardy, BC, Arthur Underhill, and Ernest Moon ; Moulton, Q.C., and 

Upjohn. Sourcrrors, Sharpe, Parker, § Co. ; Woodcock, Ryland, § Parker. 


Re HESELTINE, WOODWARD v. HESELTINE—North, J., 12th 
December. 

Buu or Save—Vauiprry—Non-compniance with Srtatvrory Forw— 
** Appress’? or Arrestinc Wrrness—Briis or Sate Act, 1882, s. 9; 
ScHEDULE. 

This was an action for the administration of the estate of an intestate. 
The defendants were the testator’s widow, who had applied for a grant of 
administration, and one Simmons, who was the grantee of a bill of sale 
executed by the deceased. This was a motion to retrain Simmons from 
selling or dealing with the chattels comprised in the bill of sale. It was 
alleged that the bill of sale was void for non-compliance with the form 
scheduled to the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, on the ground that the “‘ address °’ 
of the witness who had attested the execution by syd was not pro- 
perly given, The attestation was as follows :— Wi George Cleverly, 
clerk to the Discount Bank of London, 6, Duncannon-street, yoy 
cross.” The witness was described in the affidavit of execution of the 
bill of sale, sworn by him and filed with it, as ‘‘ William Cleverly, 
of 12, Peabody-avenue, Pimlico, in the county of Middlesex.’’ The ques- 
tion was, whether the term ‘‘ address ”’ in the schedule to the Act meant the 
place of residence of the witness, or whether the place of business of the 
witness’s employer was a sufficient address. 

Norrn, J., held that the bill of sale was void. He said that, if he had 
had to decide simply on grounds of common sense, he might have come to 
a different conclusion, but he had to construe the words of the Act, and 
he was of opinion that the ‘address’ meant the place where a man 
resided with hir family, and not the place of business of himself or his 
employer.—Counsnt, Napier Higgins, Q.C., and Ingpen ; D. L. Alewander ; 
Holmes Poulter, Soxrcrrons, Leggatt, Rudinstein, ¢ Co.» HH. S. Simmons, 


Re SLEVIN, SLEVIN +. HEPBURN—Stirling, J., 6th November and 13th 
December. 
Witr—Cuarrrante Lagacy—Unexpoway Cranrry—Extinerron or onsecr 
or Laeacy—Laren—Cyparrs, 
Adjourned summons, J, Slevin, of Morpeth, Northumberland, by his 


will, dated the 14th of February, 1883, bequeathed several charitable 
legacies to various Roman Catholic institutions at Tudhoe, New- 


and also ‘“‘ to Saint Dominic’s, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, £200,’”’ to be usively out of such of his 

estate as might be lawfully thereto. testator on 
the 24th of February, 1883, his will was duly proved by the 


executors. No claim was put in on behalf of the orphanage till 1889, 
when the executors inserted an advertisement for claimants. On the 
14th of February, 1890, the beneficiaries took out an originating summons 
asking for a declaration that the legacy of £200 had ety ee of 
the following facts. The orphanage was founded by E. J. Priest- 
man, who was a defendant in the eet preeeinee in 1874, and who 
carried it on at her own cost in two Newcastle. The orphanage 
was known as St. Dominic’s Orphanage, and was situate in a Roman 
Catholic district called by that name. In May, 1882, Mrs. Priestman, who 
had with one interval of six months resided near Newcastle, went 
o— a near Bristol, to which place she wes nn 
oS ee ee them several orphanages there. 
Six or seven girls remained in the Newcastle house till about the end of 
March, 1883, from which time till the end of that year the house was 
empty, being then sold to a sisterhood for an infirmary. The testator 
some considerable time previous to his death announced 
of bequeathing money to the . Mrs. Priestman did 
reside at or near Newcastle. beneficiaries under the will contended 
that the orphanage had ceased to exist prior to the testator’s death. 
Srreirxc, J., held that there was a very considerable weight of authority 
for the proposition that a legacy to a charitable institution would 
fail if the institution ceased to . It was said there was a difference 
where, as in the present case, the institution was really in existence at the 
testator’s death, and that Hayter v. Trego (5 Russ. 113) and Clark v. Taylor 
(1 Drew. 642), which had been relied on by the ies, were at variance, 
and that the former case be the charitable institution 
organized and endowed, and was 
dissolved subsequently to the testator’s death, and before the paymen: of 
the legacy, the y ought to be devoted to the same 
surplus funds of the institution ee a ae ied at the 
date of the dissolution: Spiller v. Maude (32 Ch. D. 108n). 
case differed from Hayter v. , Which decision doubtless rested on some 
such view of the law, inasmuch as the institution was not organized or 
endowed, but was maintainted at the sole cost of Mrs. Priestman. The 
testator intended to benefit the institution, not Mrs. Priestman 
and she did not now claim the money. In Clark v. Taylor, under circum- 
stances almost identical, it was decided that the legacy failed. That case had 
never been overruled, but had been followed or approved in Fisk v. Atterney- 
General (15 W. R. 1200, L. R. “> 521), Re Orey, Broadbent v. Barrow 
(33 W. R. 821, 29 Ch. D. ou Biase v. Jackson G5 W. R. 554, 35 
Ch. D. 460). The grouping was, hi —- con- 
sidered, only a general grouping of differen i institutions for the 
sake of convenience, not a dedication of any given amounts. The 
legacy must fail. Costs of all parties, including those of the Attorney- 
General, out of the fund.—Couxsar, G. Welby King; R. F. Norton; ¥. 
Ingle Joyce. Soxrcrrors, Grundy, Izod, ¢ Grundy, for W. Webs, ay se 
Pattison, Wigg, & Co., for H. E. Richardson, Newcastle-upon- ; Hare & 
Co. 


MANDERS +. MANDERS—Stirling, J., 12th December. 


Drvorce—Practics—Accrss To CurLpREN—Jvrispiction oF Drvorce AND 
Cuancery Drvistons—Matreontat Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vier. c. 
85), s. 35—Marrmontar Cavses Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vier. c. 61), s. 4— 
Gvarpransure or Inrants Act, 1886 (49 & 50 Vier. c. 27). 

This case raised a question as to the respective jurisdictions of the 

i Divisions in ae Se for access to the children 
of a after a divorce has been i Here the husband had 
obtained a decree wisi (which was afterwards made absolute) on the ground 
of the wife’s adultery ; and it gave the custody of the child of the marriage 
to him. An application, by originating summons, was now made to 
this court for an order giving the mother access under the Guardianship of 

Infants Act, 1886. : toes 
Srmurne, J., held that, as the Divorce (Court had full wk im 

this matter, as shewn in Hendley v. Handley and Wronghton 

and had already made an order as to the custody of yap by og 
not to exercise the discretion (if any there were) vested in him 

Act.—Counssi, Baryrave Deane ; Guiry. Sourcrrors, 7. P. Price > J. @ree- 

ville Layard. 


LUXMOORE +. GORDON—Kekewich, J., 12th December. 
Pracrtcee—Curer Crurex—Exantxatron oF WYtNesses. 
In this case Kexewrow, J., said that he had considered the question of 


a ne exeainahions of wihntvns badass Satuanivse - 
oh . We with that tn the to which he 


chambers, in order to 
had suoceeded, and he come to the conclusion—he would mot say with 


the concurrence of his colleagues, although he that the 
woul te Me colleagues, elihangh, bo bepet Ot it chan 


8 except Where circumstances justified a 
from the ordi yew <M as where the amount at stake was so 
trifling as to it or useless to send it to an examiner, His 
lordship intended to follow that and meant to give instructions to 
his chief clorks to assistance of the he 
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one of the examiners taken in ee — Oe aee, Boome ; Levett. 
Soxrcrrors, J. ¢ C. Attenborough ; Raphael. 

[In oa 8 his lordshi: ree that he wished it to be understood 
for the convenience of the ession that in future, although he would not 
wish the hearing of a case to be interrupted for the purpose, he would be 

ite willing to hear ex parte bo pape of an urgent character whilst 
g in chambers. He did not wish to drive counsel to another court]. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re LANGLOIS & BIDEN—C. A. No. 1, 11th December. 


Costs—County Count—Lower Anp Hicuer Scates—Scatze To BE APPLIED 
WHERE AMOUNT CLAIMED EXCEEDS AND AMOUNT RECOVERED IS LESS THAN 
£10—County Covrt Runes, 1889, Aprenprx—County Court Act, 1888 
(51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), ss. 118, 119. 


This was an appeal from the decision of a divisional court (Mathew and 
Grantham, JJ.), reported ante, p.38. It raised a question of very consider- 
able im; to solicitors as to the scale on which costs in county courts 
are to taxed where the amount claimed is more than £10, but the 
amount recovered is under that limit. Messrs. Langlois & Biden, who are 
solicitors, were instructed by a client named Wood to bring an action in 
the county court on a promissory note for £15, of which Wood was the 
indorsee. Wood alleged that he was entitled to the full amount, and the 
action was accordingly commenced and the necessary fees paid on the scale 
of the amount claimed. When the case came on for hearing, Wood 
admitted on cross-examination that he had only given £5 for the note, 
and he accordingly recovered judgment for that amount alone. The 
costs as between party and party were taxed on the lower scale at 
£2 13s. 6d., and were paid by t' lefendant. Messrs. Langlois & Biden 
then sent in to Wood their bill of costs, which was calculated on the higher 
scale, and amounted to £9 14s. 6d., of which £5 2s. 6d. were costs out of 
pocket, being made up in the following manner, counsel’s fee, £2 4s. 6d., 
court , £2 8s., witnesses, 10s. Wood took out a summons under the 
to tax the bill, which came before a taxing master of the 
Queen’s Bench Division. The master, while expressing his sense of the 
hardship on the solicitors, considered himself bound by the rules to tax 
the bill ing to the lower scale, and ingly reduced it to £2 13s. 
6d. On appeal Huddleston, B., at chambers, reversed this decision, and 
directed the costs to be taxed on the higher scale. The Divisional Court 
guide was the amount recovered, and not the amount 
claimed, and restored the decision of the master. The solicitors appealed. 
By section 118 of the County Court Act, 1888, ‘‘ All costs and charges be- 
tween solicitor and client shall, on the application either of the solicitor or 
client, but not otherwise, be taxed by the registrar of the court in which such 
costs and charges were incurred, but his taxation may be reviewed by the 

on ication of either party, and no costs or charges shall be 
taxation which are not sanctioned by the scale then in 
registrar shall be satisfied that the client has agreed in 
writing to pay them.’’ The scale now in force is an appendix to the 
Court Rules, 1889. The lower scale is headed, ‘‘ Costs to be paid 
to solicitors in actions and matters, as well between party and party as be- 
tween solicitor and client, where the amount recovered exceeds £2 and does 
not £10,” and at the end of the lower scale is the following note :— 
‘** N.B.—No other costs are to be allowed than the above where the amount 
claimed does not exceed £10, unless the judge certifies under section 119 
of the County Courts Act, 1888.’’ The higher scale is headed, ‘‘ Costs to 
be paid to solicitors in actions and matters, as well between party and 
party as between solicitor and client, where the subject-matter or the sum 
recovered exceeds £10.” 

Tue Covet Esuzr, M.R., and Kay, L.J.) allowed the appeal. 
Lord Esnen, M.R., said that he did not think it was necessary now to 
decide whether a taxation in county court ings was exclusively a 
matter for the county court, or whether recourse might be had to a master 
of the High Court. Certainly such recourse could not be had except under 

circumstances. If it were to become the habit of solicitors 

before county courts to bring their bills for taxation before 

masters of the High Court the judges would be obliged to alter the rules 
order to put a stop to such a ctice. But assuming that this bill had 
been taken for taxation before the master, the question was 
master had any power to allow anything more to the solicitor 
taxation between and client, where the amount claimed was 
and recovered was £5, than would be allowed according 
. question turned on the construction of sections 
County Courts Act, 1888, and of the rules made under 
the force of an Act of Parliament. They must be 
must be construed as if they were one enactment. 
in the appendix to the rules was headed, ‘‘ Costs to 
the amount recovered exceeds £2 and does not 
the bottom of the scale came a note, ‘‘N.B.—No 
where the amount claimed does not exceed £10 
under section 119.” That section gave the 
cases, none of which had arisen here, to 
scale both the amount claimed and 
4 , then, was the meaning of the 
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the claim and the amount recovered were under 
solicitor had an absolute right to costs on the lower scale. The 
and meaningless unless it meant by implication that 
cases, where the amount claimed was over £10 but the 
under that sum, give more than the lower scale pre- 
ve to give a meaning to the whole of the 
cuactment, and it was only by construing the note in this way that it was 
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possible to givé it any efféct. The note, therefore, gave the master a dis- 
¢retion, W the sum claimed was above, but the sum recovered was 
below the limit, to give more costs than were allowed by the lower scale. 
But he could not give more than were given by the higher scale, and he 
must exercise his discretion on the circumstances of each case.- If a 
solicitor knew, or ought to know, by taking ordinary care or making ordinary 
inquiries, that his client could not possibly recover on his claim more than 
£10, then the solicitor ought not to let him claim more. If he knew this, 
and nevertheless brought a claim for a larger sum, he did not only what 
was dishonourable, but the master, when the bill of costs between solicitor 
and client came to be taxed, would inevitably fix him to the lower scale and 
allow him nothing more. But where a client, by his reticence or by his 
wilfulness, concealed the real facts from his solicitor, and gave him no 
means of knowing that he could not recover more than £10, and directed 
him to claim a sum, and gave information which would naturally 
lead the solicitor to conclude that he had a fair chance of recovering that 
larger sum, then it would be equally wrong for a solicitor to refuse to pro- 
ceed to recover that larger sum. A solicitor had no right in such a case to 
shut his client out from recovering what ap to be due to him. But 
it would be a great hardship in such a case if the solicitor were not able to 
recover his costs from his client, not even the sums which, on the faith of 
that client’s statement, he had paid out of his own pocket in furtherance 
of the proceedings. In such a case the master would, no doubt, exercise 
his discretion in the solicitor’s favour, and would give him costs on the 
higher scale. In the present case the master had thought himself bound 
by the rules, and had not, therefore, exercised any discretion. The bill of 
costs must consequently be remitted to him with this expression of opinion 
on the part of the court, in order that he might decide on the circum- 
stances of the case. Kay, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, Channell, Q.C., and R. M. Bray ; Crump, Q.C., and W. H. C. 
Payne. Soutcrrors, Langlois § Biden ; Morris N. Fuller. 


LAW SOCIETIES. 
ST. HELENS AND DISIRICT LAW SOCIETY. 


At the first meetihg of this society, recently held, the following officers 
were appointed :—President, Mr. Thomas Brewis, Town Clerk; vice- 
presidents, Mr. Registrar Tyrer and Mr. Henry Samuel Oppenheim ; 
committee, Messrs." Robert Cook, Joseph mag and John O. Swift; 
treasurer, Mr. James Malkin ; hon. librarian, . Jd. W. Green, hon. 
secretary, Mr. B. H. Lomax. A new feature in this society is that each 
member allows his law books to be included in the society’s library 
catalogue and to be used by the other members, in addition to which the 
society has a fair library of its own. It is felt that if similar societies 
were established in all our large towns much would be done towards up- 
holding the character and status of the legal profession, and more influence 
might be brought to bear upon local members of Parliament in the con- 
sideration of general questions affecting the alteration or administration of 
4 law, and in aiding in the amendment of the law or in efforts with that 
object. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours Examination. 

November, 1890. 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following candidates as being entitled to honorary distinc- 
tion :— 

First Crass. 

In the opinion of the commitice the standard attained by the candidates 

does not justify the issue of any first class list. 
Szconp Crass. 
{In Alphabetical Order.] 

Alfred Herbert Blundell, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Burr, of Keighley, and with Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Pritchard, & Sharpe, 
of Lon 


don. 
William Newby Gradwell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Palgrave 
Simpson, of the of Messrs. Simpson, North, & Johnson, of Liverpool. 
~~ Grey, B.A., LL.B., who served his clerkship with Mr. James 
Henry Ingledew and Mr. Henry Ingledew, of the firm of Messrs. Ingledew, 
Doggett, & Fenwick, of Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
G Duncan Grey, who served his clerkship wjth Mr. Henry C. 
Trapnell, of Bristol. 
an ae Smith, who served his clerkship with Mr. John H. Child, 
of the of Messrs. Child & Norton, of - 
William Joseph Stuart, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Leak, of 
the firm of Messrs. Leak, Till, & Stephenson, of Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Arthur Hannibal Thomas, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Rule 
Daniell, of Camborne; and Messrs. Robbins, Billing, & Co., of London. 
Tun Crass. 
{In Alphabetical Order. ] 
Charles Randal Bradburne, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. 
pd Leigh Pemberton, of the firm of Messrs. Pemberton & Garth, of 
amdon. 
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Robert Francis Dunnell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Grain, 
of London. 

James Arthur Grundy, who served his clerkship with Ur. John Frederick 
Lamb, of Manchester. 

Henry Bertram Robinson Hayne, who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Stone, Simpson, & Co., of Tunbridge Wells ; and Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, 
Russell, & Hill, of London. 

George Saunders Jacobs, who served his clerkship with Mr. Nicholl 
Morgan, of London. 

Edward Lloyd, LL.B., who served his clerkship with Mr. John Johnson 
Banning, M.A., and Mr. William Outram Crewe, of the firm of Messrs. 
Keightley, Banning, & Crewe, of Liverpool. : 

Henry Cecil — B.A., who served his clerkship with Messrs. Sandi- 
lands & Co., of London. 

Frederick Charles Warren, who served his clerkship with Mr. 8. Hopkin- 
son, of Deal; and Mr. J. E. Michelmore, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates and awarded the following prize :— 

To Mr. Gradwell the John Mackrell Prize—Value about £12 10s. 

Seventy-seven candidates gave notice for the examination. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srvupents’ Denattne Socrery.—Dec. 16.—The usual weekly meet- 
ing of the above society was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, 
London, W.C., Mr. J. D. Crawford in the chair. Mr. Thomas Douglas 
opened the debate—‘‘ That the case of Crawford v. [Forshaw (43 Ch. D. 
643) was wrongly decided.’”’ Mr. R. F. Blakestone opened in the 
negative. The following gentlemen spoke upon the subject in the 
affirmative :—Messrs. F. Mortimer, E. Hays, Jones, J. W. Manning, and 
W. M. Woodhouse. In the negative :—Messrs. W. G. Winter, T. 8S. 
Maudsley, A. W. Watson, E. H. Thurlby, and A. Simon. Mr. Douglas 
replied, and the chairman summed up and put the motion to the meeting, 
when the same was carried by a majority of ten. There were a good 
number of members present. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Tuomas Henry Arpen, solicitor, of Chester and Live 1, has been 
appointed a Notary Public. Mr. Arden was admitted a solicitor in Decem- 
ber, 1889. 


Mr. Tuzopore Henry Suvucksurcu Capron, solicitor (of the firm of 
Sherard & Capron), of Oundle, has been appointed Registrar of the County 
Court, Clerk to the Justices, Clerk to the King’s Cliffe Highway Board, 
Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes, and Clerk to the Burial Board. Mr. 
Capron was admitted a solicitor in November, 1884. 


Mr. Wiiuram Asxurorp Cavunter, solicitor (of the firm of Gidley & 
Caunter), of Exeter, has been appointed Under-Sheriff for Exeter. Mr. 
Caunter was admitted a solicitor in November, 1880. 


Mr. Epwarp Henry Coares, solicitor (of the firm of Coates & Son), of 
Wetherby, has been appointed Clerk to the Guardians, Clerk to the Rural 
Sanitary Authority, Clerk to the Burial Board, and Superin tendent Regis- 
trar. Mr. Coates was admitted a solicitor in Trinity Term, 1873. 


Mr. Lesure Hunter, solicitor (of the firm of Hunter & Downes), of 44, 
Coleman-street, has been appointed by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society Assistant-Examiner for the Intermediate Examination, in 
succession to Mr. E. E. Blyth, now assistant-examiner for the final 
examination. Mr. Hunter, who passed his final examination with 
honours, was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 1865. He is a 
commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Wiiu1am Apams, solicitor, of Saffron Walden, has been appointed 
Deputy-Registrar of the County Court. Mr. Adams was admitted a 
solicitor in December, 1887. 


Mr. Aunert Apprson, solicitor, of Portsmouth, Landport, Southsea, Port- 
sea, and Petersfield, has been appointed a Justice of the Peace for Ports- 
mouth. Mr. Addison was admitted a solicitor in Trinity Term, 1872, and 
is deputy-coroner for Hampshire and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Samvet Garrett, M.A. Cantab., solicitor (of the firm of Parker, 
Garrett, & Parker), of the Rectory House, St. Michael’s-alley, Cornhill, 
has been appointed by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society Assist- 
ant-Examiner in Common Law and Bankruptcy, in succession to Mr. 
Theodore Thorowgood, resigned. Mr. Garrett passed the final examina- 
tion with honours, and was admitted a solicitor in July, 1876. 


Mr. Exyust Eonert Buiyru, B.A., LL.D., solicitor, of Norwich, has 
been appointed by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society Assistant- 
Examiner in Conveyancing, in the place of Mr. W. J. Fraser, now assist- 
ant-examiner for the honours’ examination. Mr. Bl passed the final 
examination with honours, and was admitted a icitor in December, 
1878. He is a commissioner for oaths, 


Mr. Joun Freprnick Coorgn, solicitor (of the firm of Cooper & Son), of 
Henley-on-Thames, has been appointed Registrar of the County Court. 
Mr. Cooper was admitted a solinitor in July, 1879, and is clerk to the 
borough and county magistrates. 


Mr. Joun Barren Cornisn, solicitor, of Penzance, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Burial Board. Mr. Cornish passed the final e tion 
with honours, and was admitted a solicitor in December, 1887. 








Mr. Joun Hrszerr, solicitor (of the firm of J. J. Hibbert & Westbrook), 
of Hyde, Cheshire, has been ted Town Clerk and Clerk to the 
i . Mr. Hibbert was a solicitor in Trinity Term, 1856, 

is registrar of the Glossop County Court and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Epwarp Ho.gs, solicitor, of Braintree, has been Clerk to 
the Commissioners of Income Tax, Clerk to the ers of Land 


Tax, and Clerk to the Commissioners of Inhabited House Duty for the 
Hundred of Hinchford. Mr. Holmes was admitted a solicitor in Michael- 
mas Term, 1859, and is clerk to the School Board and a commissioner for 
oaths and a perpetual commissioner. 


Mr. Joun Avevustiy Davis, solicitor (of the firm of Davis, & 
Butterworth), of Swindon, has been appointed Clerk to Guardians 


of the Swindon and Highworth Unions. Mr. Davis was admitted a 
solicitor in July, 1889. 


Mr. Artruvr Sorugron Estcourt, LL.M. 
LW. i : 
Mr. Estcourt was admitted a solicitor in February, 1879, and is clerk of 
the peace for the Isle of Wight, town clerk and clerk to the urban sani- 
tary authority of Newport. ; 

Mr. Wm. Orro Danckwesrts, barrister, of 2, King’s Bench-walk, 
Temple, has been appointed Counsel to the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, in succession to Mr, Albert Venn Dicey, Q.C. Mr. Danckwerts 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple, in Tri Term, 1878, and is 
counsel to Her Majesty’s Commissioners of Works. 


Mr. Louis Poutmann Fosrszr, solicitor (of the firm of L. P. Foster & 
Winter), of Halifax, has been appointed a Notary Public. Mr. Foster 
was admitted a solicitor in January, 1879, and is a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Henry West Fovarcvs, solicitor, of Bootle, has been appointed 
Town Clerk of Bootle. Mr. Fovargue was admitted a solicitor in m- 
ber, 1889 


Mr. Marruew Lrrrtz Hants, solicitor, of Southampton, has been 
appointed Town Clerk, and Clerk to the Urban Sanitary Authority of the 
Borough of Romsey. Mr. Harle was admitted a solicitor in December, 
1882, and is clerk to the SI and Freemantle Local Board. 


Mr. James Heyeare, solicitor, of Wellingborough, has been inted 
Registrar of the County Court. Mr. Heygate was admitted a colitor in 
Michaelmas Term, 1867, and is clerk to the Wellingborough, Rushden, 
and Wollaston School Boards, and a commissioner for oaths. _ 

Mr. Wiit1am Josern Frassn, solicitor, of 2, Soho-square, W., and 
191, Clapham-road, S.W., has been appointed by the Council of the In- 
corporated Law Society Assistant-Examiner in Conveyancing for the 
Honours Examination in the place of Mr. J. A. Iliffe, who has resigned. 
Mr. Fraser has acted as assistant-examiner to the council for some years 
past for the intermediate examination and afterwards for the final 
examination. Mr. Fraser was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 
1866, after having passed With honours. He is solicitor to the Guardians 
of the parish of Lambeth and the Assessment Committee of St. George's 
(Hanover-square) Union. He is a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Epwi1x Hooper, solicitor, of West Bromwich and Harborne, has 
been appointed Coroner for West Bromwich. Mr. Hooper was admitted a 
solicitor in Easter Term, 1855. 

Mr. Girizert Cowrs, solicitor (of the firm of Wilson & Cowie), of Liver- 
pool, has been appointed a Notary Public. Mr. Cowie was admitted a 
solicitor in February, 1884. 


Mr. Ronert Psrcy Dats, solicitor (of the firm of R. & R. P. Dale), of 
York, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of York. Mr. Dale was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in May, 1878, and is a commissioner for oaths. 

Mr. Ronert Wacker Davis, solicitor, of Blaenau Festiniog, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Festiniog Local Board. Mr. Davies was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in February, 1888. 

Mr. Artuvx Cxares Davipson, solicitor (of the firm of Burch, White- 
head, & Davidson), of 29, Spring-gardens, Westminster, S.W., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Davidson was admitted a soli- 
citor in February, 1882. 

Mr, Francis Epwry Esstneron Farsrrorusr, solicitor (of the firm of 
Fladgates), of Craig’s-court, i W.C., has been inted a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. F was admitted a solicitor in 
Michaelmas Term, 1870. 

Mr. Wititam Donxin Henpsrson, solicitor, of Llandudno, has been 
op a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Henderson was admitted a soli- 
citor in October, 1884. 

Mr. Liswettyn Gwynne Jonas, solicitor, of 10, Bartlett’s-buildings, 
Holborn, E.C., has been inted a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Jones 
was admitted a solicitor in November, 1884. 

Mr. Luxe Joxnson, solicitor, of North Shields, has been appointed a 
=< amaammaad for Oaths. Mr. Johnson was admitted a solicitor in May, 

Mr. Freperrex Kener, solicitor (of the firm of sana Son, & K ) 
of Argyll-chambers, Strand, has been ted a C for ¢ 
Mr, Kedge was admitted a solicitor in January, 1883. 

Mr. Axrruve Curmesrt Laxenam, solicitor, of 10, Bartlett’s-buildings, 
Holborn, has been appointed a Commissioner for Mr. Langham 
was admitted a solicitor in November, Ley and is pa for the 
Duchy of Lancaster in the counties of . , and Surrey. 
Mr. Jamas Epwanp Moxon, solicitor, of Hanley, has been appointed a 


he 











Sal it 


Si Sine ena ot SD re 


ct: MEAS SAI all Maoh ea Peale Seas SAMS uae acid Saataten: 


SSR iad ix as a EPA nas Re 





rages | 


THE ‘SOLICITORS’ JOURNAE. 





_ Dew 20, oboe 








Commissioner for Oaths:- Mr: Moxom was admitted\a solicitorim Novem- 
ber, 1884..... 

Mr. Towny Piper, solicitor, of Barnard Castle, has been aj ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Piper was admitted a solicitor 
April, 1882. — _ 

Mr. Wx. Tuomas Ancnvet Surru, solicitor (of the firm of Wm. Smith & 
Sons), of Weston-supér-Mare, hasbeen appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. Mir. Smith was admitted a solicitor in September, 1884, 

Mr. ita Francis Porxm, solicitor, of 140, Leadenhall-street, E.C., 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Popham was admitted 
a solicitor in July, 1883, 

Mr. Watrer Bisuor. Parsst, solicitor (of-the firm of H. & W. Priest), of 
24, Mark-lane, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Priest. was admitted a solicitor in May, 1884. 

Mr wlan Prearce, solicitor, of Nottingham, has been appointed a Com. 
missioner for Oaths. Mz. Pierce was admitted a solicitor in August, 1879, 

Mr. Youn I Ricuarps Ricuaxps, solicitor (of the firm of Richards & James), 
of Swansea, has been appointed a 7-7 9egggeed for Oaths. Mr. Richards 
was admitted a solicitor in October, 188 

Mr. Gzorce Scarzs, solicitor (of the ne of Hart, Scales, & Hodges), of 
Dorking, has been appointed a Commissioner. for Oaths. Mr. Scales was 
admitted a solicitor in October, 1884, and is clerk to the Dorking District 
Local Board; Dorking Guardians, Rural Sanitary Authority, Assessment 
Committee, and School Attendance Committee, and superintendent regis- 
trar. 

Mr. Joun Tooyey, solicitor (of the firm of Damant & Toovey), of 9, 
Fleet-street, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Toovey was admitted a solicitor in December, 1883. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIsso.vuTions. 

Gerorcge:-Hexry Brooxs and Encar Francts Jenkins, proctors and soli- 
citors (Brooks, Jenkins, & Co.), Doctors’-commons, London. Dec. 10. 
The business will be carried on by the said Edgar Francis Jenkins under 
the style of the old firm. 

Joun Joseru Yates, JoserH STaNANovGHT, and Stuart Mercatre Joun- 
son, solicitors, Liverpool. Dec. 9. So far as regards the said Joseph 
Stananought. [ Gazette, Dec. 12. 








GENERAL. 

The new judge, Mr. Justice Wright, took his seat upon the bench on 
Monday in Court No. 2 of the Queen’ s Bench Division, and at once pro- 
ceeded with the trial of common jury cases. There was no ceremony or 
address from the bar. 

An order aj in the London Gazette of Friday, the 12th inst., with 
the title of ‘‘ The Pleuro-Pneumonia Order of 1891.’’ The order will come 
into force on January 1, in substitution for the fe gon order of 1890, 
which will then cease to operate, as will also all regulations of local 
authorities relating to movement of cattle and the regulation of markets 
so far as ~pueumonia is concerned. The most important provisions 
of the are those relating to the declaration of scheduled districts by 
the Board of Agriculture to include all districts in which pleuro- 
pneumonia is known to exist or to have recently existed. Cattle may be 
moved from one scheduled district to another with a licence of the 
reosisane eral authority, but they may not be moved out of a scheduled 
district. into-a free district except by licence for slaugliter within four 
days. _ The articles of the Pleuro-Pneumonia Order of 1890, which 
enabled local authorities to prohibit or regulate the movement of cattle 
into their districts, are not re-enacted in the present order, consequently 
there will be no movement regulations after December 31, excepting those 
which are imposed by an order of the Board of Agriculture. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Recistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. Appr At Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
“ No. 2. Cnirry. Norra. 
Monday, December 22 Mr. Lavie Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton 
Tie etiettsteectesese 23 Carrington Pugh Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Stinvine. KeKEWwICH. Romer. 
Monday, December ......... 22 Mr. Clowes Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
CREB canes neve tovevib 23 Jackson Godfrey Rolt 


The Christmas Vacation will commence on Wednesday, the 24th day of December, 1890, 
and terminate on Tuecion, the 6th da day of January, 1891, both days inclusive. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
Micux.t.—Dee. 12, at Wellington, Somerset, the wife of Edwin Lee Michell, solicitor, of 


Serpe pou De. mee at at Carrington Chur ottingham, Arthur J. Ash’ = 
Inner py on he sg t-law, to Too My onaeet daughter of Thomas 
Surgeon, Nottingham. 


gaged 10, at Mendip Howe tee Oak, Forest-hill, Francis Cooper Bur- 


63, 
Monnis.—Dec. 17, at residence, 44, uare, W., Ashurst Morris, of the firm of 
abs. Asn, Moris Crisp, & Go aged a late 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fnripay, Dec. 12. 
_JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwrep ty CHAycery. 
Ce Ayp SrreatTuam Estates Co, Lrarrep—Petn for up, presented Dec 9, 
directed obs neted bofors Mekewich, Jon Dee 3. ‘Matthews, Fenchurch wt, olor for 


Devaseeennt anpD Ixy vr Co, Luurep—Petn for winding presented Dec a; 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, Dec 20, at 40.30. Pulbrook;. S 
Helen’s place, solor for petner 

Eppystoxe Manive Insurance Oo, ee SY J, has fixed Monday, Dec 22, at 12, 
at his chambers, for the of an official iquidator 

Empossep Metar PLate oe ep gg pm 10, directed to 

before Stirling, J,on Dee 20. Hart, Great inshester or petner 

Hatton | gai 3 Limirep—Petn for winding w pp power cg or eet to be 
heard North, J, on Saturday, Dec 20. Hewlett, Essex st, Strand, solor for 
petner 

Lavy GuipE Sapo, Rare iw Se an order made b oeetine goat dated Nov 29, it was 

ord urch lane, solors for 


up. Foss & 
petner 
Loxpow anv Cou aes Fire Insurance Co, Lunmrep—Creditors are required, on or before 





mITtED—Petn for 


Jan 20, to send their names and and the pestioulars of their debts or claims, 
to May £ Co, ‘Adelaide plae lace, London solors for liquidators 
Lonpos SynpIcaTE For TRAMWAYS AND Pusitic Works, Limrrep—Petn for wi up, 


resented Dec 9, directed to be heard before North, J, on Saturday, Dec 20 Matthews, 


enchurch st, oslor for petner 
Sreeers & Co, *Limrrep—Creditors on. or before Jan 15, to send their names 
d addresses, and 


required, on 
ice senlictionsal tale kines claims, to Herbert James Pratt, 9, 


Old Jewry chmbrs 
San Bernarpo Synpicate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 20, to send 
Wesley, Tiweadaeedls ee Alfred Edward 


Westley, 50, Threadneedle st 

PR sabres Opa Carp Co, Janay; Pein far or winding = 8, directed to be 
heard before North, J, on Dec 20 dy oe, Ol Fever chmbrs, solos for petner 

Tivoul, ogi Se food an order made Grohe Chemin "dated Nov 15, it was ord: that the 
eompany jane, solor for er 

WATERBERG Re cee al ee eons the » has fixed Dec 19, at 12, at 
his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Unuiirep in CHANCERY. 

Nuyta Commerctat Turety Pouyps LZoxecve Society—By an order made by Kekewich, J, 
dated Dec 6, it was ordered that the society be wound up. Jaques & Co, Ely. place, 
agents for Porrett, Sheffield, solor for petner 

County PAuatinE oF LANCASTER. 
Luwrep tn CHANCERY. 

AupensHAW Parnt anv CoLour Co, Luurep—Petn for winding wp, P presented Dec 11, 
directed to be before Fox-Bristowe, V.C., on Monday, Jan 12, at the Assize 
Courts, 8 Manchester, at 10.30. Innes, Manchester, solor for petner 

Kizsourx Rerriceratixe Macuixe Co, Liarep—Pursuant to oto the directions of Bristowe, 
V.C., a meeting of the creditors will be held on Tuesda me. aa, * at 2, at the Law 

i st, Liv . Eshelby, North iqui 
Seven Coxxor McIytryre & Co, Limrrep—Petn for wp, prose Dec 9, directed 
be heard before Kekewich, J, on Saturday, Dec 20. Jones & Co, Liverpool, "solors for 

asad 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Kine Wit.1am THe Fourrn Lopcs, Branch of the Independent Order of Oddfellows, 
eS , formerly RS Oe ee 
now 


Sudden, 
Marquis or Lorye Lopez, Oddfellows Friendly Society, Kent Unity, Sun and Doves, 
Coldharbour lane. Dec 8 
South Lonpoy Unrrep District, Oddfellows Friendly Society, Kent Unity, Sun and Doves, 
Coldharbour lane. Dec 8 


SusrpenDED ror Turez Monrus. 
East anges Sea tn Nexp Frienpiy Society, Maid’s Head Inn, East Winch, King’s 


Lynn, 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Dec. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luowtrep 1x CHancery. 
Arpav Gop SynDICATE, ns tent on fo an A made by North, J, dated Dec 6, it was 
ordered that the wo » Moorgate st, solor for nen 
Casapian Paciric CoLoxizaTion Conronarios, imrrep—Petn for windin Pp, presented 
Dec 15, directed to be heard before Stirling, J, on Saturday, Jan 17. Roche he Son, Old 
Jewry, solors for 


Eveexa Rerniceratixe Co, Lontrep—Credito: required, on or before Jan 12, to send 

their names and and the Tculars of t their debts or claims, to James Howard 

juke, » 11, Abchurch lane. Wedn y, Jan 28, at 11, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
the said debts and claims 


ewer & Brwewoop, Luutrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send their 
jay = vp and wurnames, and their addzemes and “ my and the particulars of 
eir or claims, to George Arthur Mitc nage itoke Trent, Mining Engineer. 
Thursday, Jan 22, at 12, is appoiated for hearing and adjudieating upon the debts and 


Mount Bairren spe eg oon Muvxes, Limirep—By an order made by Kekewich 
ge —_ 6, it was ordered the company be wound up. Mitchell, Cannon st, =: 
e 


Nationa DEBENTURE AND ASSETS Sserenasenn, Limrrgep—By an order made by Keke- 
wich, J, Dec 6, it was ordered that the voluntary up of the corporation be 
continued. Lewis & Churchman, Chancery lane, solors for petner 

New ea Henry ca, andra 9 Co. Linrra>—Ohitty, 3, 

» Lothibury, _— liquidator” 
‘ore Jan 13) Pd to ple Fe 


d addresses, and 
the above. Friday, Feb Feb 13 at 12, is pl dng = hearing and aifadionting 
upon 


in 
Pavaxi eocunmann. Loutep—Creditors "Tosir debe or before Feb 5, to send their 


names and debts or claims, to J. R, Hughes, 65, 
New ete Tanke ithe particulary of ther for liquidator “¢ 
Seorpus B Dave Geek Mi LamrrEp- Creditors are ~ apes on or before Jan 17, to lodge their 


st, Edin 
eee a= AND Saeisoss roe Lourep—By an order made by may ore J, dated 

ti company be continued, 
lane, solors for 


it was ordered that the voluntary up of 
& Chancery petner 
AD Manuvacturine Co, 1TED—Creditors are required, on or before 
addresses, and the particulars of thar debts or claims, to 


Weenies Men 
an their Tames 
Waterworth, 68, Victoria st, Blackburn 





Wanxine —_ InTenpiInG House Purcuasers & Lessees.—Before purchasing or renting 
rience ve the examined by an ex from The 


tag Be Vereen Can ee 
T Hall, Victoria-street, West- 
Sineter (Eat Estab ming Venton Co. Poatilation a et Odllocs, ene TADye | 


If an advance upon House on ad desire 
1170 ua rae an Hs tate sora ae fio, wp y to 
the Temperance Permanent Buitpine Society, 4, Ludgate-hill, E.C.—[Avvz 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tusrspay, Dec. 2. 
Arweem; 3 Ricnarp Cuar.es, Hanley Hornsey | Jan 3. Banaings v Atwood, 


rd, 
ett, Royal Courts of Tustioe. Kingsbury 
Wi.i!s, owas yTE CROPLEY, 8 oe eo Buds Fenchurch Wine Merchant. 

Jan 2. Nix, ite, Bank bldgs, 


er, bury, & Co v Moore, Chitty, J 
Ludgate circus 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 5. 


ArrxowsMiTH, Tuomas Joszpu, Old Broad st, Wine Merchant. Jan 12. Woodall & Co. v 
wsmith, Stirling, J. 


Arro Sykes , eer 
Pert, Henry, Newark upon General Smith. Jan 7. Whitworth v Peet, North, J. 
Norledge, Newark upon 2 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette—Turspay, Dec. 5. 
Beaumont, Harriet, Nelson’s crt, Leeds. Jan17. Dale, Leeds 
BLAKELEY, EvizaBeTu, Maldon, Essex. Jan31. Crick & Freeman, Maldon 
Brackensury, Exiza, Skirbeck, Lines. Dec 24. Waite & Co, Boston 
Broprick, Mary Moyica, Bath. Jan15. Stone & Co, Bath 
Bryan, Lucy, Alford, Lines. Feb2. Falkner, Louth 
BuLt, ~~ Heats Witu1am, Gt Wolford, Warwick, Land Agent. Jan 3. Hancock & 


Shipston on Stour 

CLUE, >= ; eo nr Petworth, Sussex, Gent. Jan 6. Ward, St John’s Hill, 
Wan 

Couey, — BovoMox, | Gt Prescot st, Whitechapel, Pencil Manufacturer. Feb 3. 

er, Threadneed] 

Day, Bonn Swanley = Kent, Boot Maker. Jan 8. Sedgwick & Sharman, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Fixipen, James Baroy, Allascholes in Walsden, Lancs, Yeoman. Jan 3. Standring & 
Co, Rochdale 


GoopLaKe, Lieut. Col. GeraLp jlarmamssm, Denham Fishery, Bucks. Jani6. Kendal 


, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
GoriNG, Wim, High st, Clapham, Gent. Jan 1. Miller & Co, Copthall ct 
Mullins & Co, Cirencester 


GreEy, Ropert Davin, Syde, Glos, Land Agent. Jan 19. 





Haxwoon, Jaxns, Chasbury Oxon, Builder. Jan 15. Vanderpump & Son, Gray’s 
weet. WEG Eaton terr, Belgravia. Jan 15. Vanderpump & Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Havercat, Rev. Francis Tass, D.D., Upton Bishop, Herefodd. Jan1. Hebb, Ross 
Hoiianp, Exa, New Windsor. Jan 21. Darvill & Last, New Windsor 

Hous, Epwrx, Sudbury, Staffs, Gent. Jan 14. Leslie & Hardy, Bedford row 

Huey, Gzoraiana, Dingle lane, Liverpool. Jan17. Style, Liverpool 

Jounson, Grace, Portland rd, Newcastle upon Tyne. Dec 20. Clayton & Gibson, New- 
Keypau, Joun, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, Solicitor. Jan 16. Kendall & Co, Carey st 
Lott, Gores, Surbiton, Surrey. Jan 10. Pitts, Strand 


Lysagu?, Rev. Witu1aM Puarees, Sherfield on Loddon, Southampton, 
Clerk. Jan 5 Peachey & Fredericks. Old Jewry 
af Samvzt, Nicholas lane, yi 14. Wild & Wild, Lawrence lane, 


MeEason, Sine, Yoxall, Staffs, Gent. March2, J. & W.8. Drewry, Burton on Trent 
Munpy, Exiza, Portland rd, Notting Hill. Jan5. Murr & Rusby, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Napes, Coystance Carouine WOoDHILL, Park st, Grosvenor sqr. Jan 10. Brooks, Bir- 


Nasu, Tuomas, Chesham, Bucks, Brewer. Jan1. Francis & How, Chesham 

Newroy, Purr, Hartfield, Sussex. Jan 12. Pearless & Sons, East Grinstead 

Nutra, Tmowas, ¢ Camberley, Hants, Lieutenant General in Bombay Staff Corps. Jan 
31. Saxton & Bon, Qnete Victoria st % 

Scott, Henry Evcexe, Surrey. Jan 31. Sherrard, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Suresox, Jos1an, Hanley, Staffs, Brewer’s Agent. Dec 31. Challinors, Hanley 


Sarrx, Ceci, Bishops Lydeard, Somerset, Esq. Dec 27. Kite, Taunton 
Smiru, Jonny Mivciey, Melbourne, Victoria, Gent. Jan 6. Wadeson & Malleson, Austin- 


friars 
Tuorxe, Toomas Henry, Leamington Spa. Jan 31. Passman, Leamington Spa 
Tuwarre, Witi1am, Liverpool, Chandler. Jan1. Fretson, Liverpool 
Domaep, | Cnsane Were | Chiswick lane, Chiswick, Stockbroker. Jan 12 Batten & 


George st, 
Viaut, Tuomas, Farnborough, Southampton, Assistant Surveyor G.P.O. Jan 10. Saunders 
leman st 
WALLIS, Witu1am Hevry, Effra rd, Brixton. Jan 3. Miller & Co, Salter’s Hall ct 
Wanp, James, Pannal, Yorks, Tailor. Dec 31. Scott, Leeds 
Warts, Jony, Elburton, Plymstock, Devon, Gent. March 2. Elworthy & Co, Plymouth 
Wuyvart, Joun, South Birkdale, Lancs. Feb 6. Hibbert & Westbrook, Hyde 








Perry, be = irmi Fruiterer Birmi Pet | Hawker, Joun Hawes, Notts, Grocer’s 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. ake, Birmingham, yprage* I Bey _ oa 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 12. Perrin 7 Des. Carl Selby, * 
on wt azette * ee — INGER, — are. Ss eS by, Yorks, Seunn tise y. = 
CEIVIN ? Ricwarpson, WI iam, Market Rasen, _rae Baker Dee 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
dene bons Bradford, Draper Bradford Pet Dec os Lincoln p meas Mpa . sain susedh eae, anegannes Sm Mon, gs Dec 23 
8 8 ARSBROOK, GEORGE, xon, er v 
Aten, Joun Bex1, St Swithin’s lane, Commission Agent Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 . Jupp, Joseru, Newcastle Ga Tyne, Flori Dee 23 at 11 Off 
High Court Pet Oct 16 Ord Dec Settars, Joun Heyry, Doncaster, Tobacconist Sheffield Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle 
Baker, Witu1am Heyry, Bristol, A Bristol Pet Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 Layeorick, Ricnarp Griszw20p, Weighton, Yorks, 
Dec9 Ord Dec 9 Joiner Dec23at1 Off 


BivweE.t, Tuomas, the SR ne, Butcher Cam- 


Suernerp, Epenezer, and Hexry Mark Sueruerp, Bir- 
, Paper Box Makers Birmingham Pet Dec 


Laverton, Tuomas Heyry, Wakefield, Joiner Dec 19 at 11 
Off Rec, Bond terce, Wakefield 


Wi 


bridge Pet Dec 8 9 9 
Biyeuam, Exiza, Exizapern Biycuam, James Bixcuam a. Tuomas, Cecile pk, Crouch End, Builder High Court | Leicuron circus, | Stock Brokers, Dec 
and Ruesen Brxcuam, Nottingham, Confectioners, Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 22at 2.30 33, st, 's inn 
Nottingham Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 Souter, Epwiy, Chon Shes Nor , Mineral Waters Manu- | Lercu, Tuomas, Mile End New Town, 8 
Brooxs, Ruesen, late Gower st, Picture Dealer High facturer Nov 21 Ord Dee 9 Dee 31 at 11 st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Court Pet Oct18 Pet Dec 9 SrTevENson, James, nm g Town, Dewsbury, Tailor Dews- | Lyyes, Bensamry Cuarves, Oke Tailor Dec 22 
Carrer, SusANNAH, Great Yarmouth, Fish Curer Great bury Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 atil Bankruptcy Lincoln’s 
Yarmouth Pet Dec9 Ord Dec Weucn, Joseru Txomas, Reset, Surrey, Pianoforte Maes, Freperick Lewis, St Swit 8 a Promoter 
CLARKE, Jous James Gorpon Weems R, Nolitaghem, Dealer Wandsworth Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 of Public Dec 22 at 12 Bankruptey 
| eg t’s Assistant Nottingham Pet 8 Ord | Wetus, Caartes Wi1114M, Cheltenham, LicensedVictualler bidgs, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Chel Pet Dec 6 Ord Dec 6 Magu, Jons, owes Ealing, retired Hardware 
ome t Grorce, Burton on Trent, Innkeeper Burton on | Woopnousr, Wituiam, Scarborough, Fisherman Scar- Merchant Dec 30 at 12 bidgs, Lincoln’s 
Trent Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 borough Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 inn fields 
Dicxrxsox, Witi1am, Northenden, Cheshire, Market FIRST MEETINGS. Marsn, Joun Srrarronp, and Witiiam Poox Exuorrt, 
Gardener Stockport Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 Ackroyp, Waursn, Be Bradford, Draper Dec 22 atll Off late Queen’s ore mel Dec 23 at 
Epwarps, WiLL1aM, Swansea, Wheelwright Swansea Pet Ree, 31, 12 Lincoln’s inn fields 
Dec 8 AnustRrona, Sows ABD, Neve, Jouy, nr Faversham, Kent, Farmer Dec 
19 at 10 Off Rec, 5, Castle 





ano, Uleaby, Lincs, Baker Dec 23 at 11 


Facixner, Witu1am, Chapel en le Frith, Derbyshire. » 
Journeyman Butcher Stockport Pet Dec 10 Ord | AsnToy, OraTio Pn ay ees wn 8 Hull, Fish Perrincer, Joun Henry nr Selby, Yorks, Sur- 
Dee 10 chant Dee 22 at 11 ty house lane, |. geon. ‘Dec 33 at 12 Off 

Forp, Joux Poynton, Manchester, Wine Merchant Man- Piast, Wiii1aM, Maker Dec 23 at il 
chester Pet Dec1 Ord DecS Assuus, Burcuarpt Orro Harrwie Cart, late Wal- 2, 

Gotpsmip, Percy Cuarues, Gloucester, Mesiwase Mer- brook, Promoter of the Exhibition Dec 22 at | Poot, Ricnarp ’ 1 Victualler 
chant Gloucester Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 1 12 8, Cony ot, Ltuscin'y he 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Maseenas, Taatas Kidderminster, Grocer Kidderminster Brrver, Cuarces Bernarp, Nottingham, W: Powe t, Gsorce H, Percy Woolstone rd, Forest Hill, 

Ord Dec Dec 19 at 11 Off Rec, Bt Peters chech walls Notting: ( Army Dec 23 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
oe * haga Naunton, Cheltenh Butch inn fields 
Cheltenham Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 Rietey, Cuagvss P H, late International Club, Trafalgar 


Haw kkk, JouN Hawkins, Carrington, 

No' ham Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 1 
Heroip, Frank, Jewin * act Morchant High Court 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 


row, Bradf 


Ben JouN, 
33, 


—— Marrua, Bradford, i aecenehe Dee 20 at 11 


Biow iF Oa ies Peg the hy Gunbrde, Butcher Jan 5at 


Gent Dec 30 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Rossett, Heyry D. 
Corn Dealer Dec 22 at 1 — Dec 19 at 12 Aer Hee Berets Church call, 


James, ExizaABETH — om, Mon, Grocer New- st, ’s inn 
port, Mon Pet Dec9 Ord Dec Boun Win nen ta Plasterer Dec 19 at 9.30 Wauenee tan Sam, and Pye we Ive ix, Bradford, 
Jouxson, Wiu1am Henry, Birkenhead, Baker Birken- Off Ree, 5, Castle st, Canterbury Dec 19 at 3.30 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
3 ee ome oes Tee q @ ch ss ata, een Beige Ma Dec w G ae 
ONES, JOHN DWARD, igher ranmere, eshire, Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Manches- ARBURTON, SARAH REGORY, Manchester, 
formerly Milk Dealer Birkenhead Pet Dee 9 Ord Grocer ‘Dec 22 22at2 Off Rec, Ogden’s a 
Dec 9 Crarke, Joun?James Gorpon WessrTeRr, Mes 
Jurr, Joszru, Newcastle on Tyne, Florist Newcastle on tist’s t Dec 19 at 3.30 Off Reo. Bt s | Warpaxs, W: zinity House la SS nea Dec 22 
Ki — Wee Waterloo, Li pool, By eyman Cons, Ga i Wool » Boot Dealer Dec 23 at Wasps y *- East Dock? 
ERMEEN, ILLIAM, aterloo, vel ourn ~ ARLES ler ILLIAMS, WART, 
Joiner Liverpool Pet Dec10 Ord Dec Lincoln’s inn’ a Dec 23 at 12 bag By =~ J 


Lanericx, Ricnarp Grisewoop, Markee’ weayhtem, 
Yorks, Joiner York Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 1 

saveseren, Wituiam Ferris, Constantine rh. Hamp- 

Mercantile Clerk High Court Pet Dec 8 Ord 


Coosins 6 Gro roway, Burton 
Datstey, Epwarp, Albion 
mission Agent Dec 22 


on Trent, Innkeeper Dec 20 at 
Darts on Trent 


The agin eo eintel ter henge 
close, Com~- faint nt ae uetited 


Bartholomew 
11 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 


a Dee 8 inn Hen, ange, Wave. eR hag ee! Glove eal 
cHT, Henry, Lambeth walk, Lambeth, Oilman High es JOSEPH Enotes won 5 Solicitor Dec 19 at ‘orcester 
Court Pet Dec10 Ord Dee 10 ‘ Rec, Trinity House Hull Te, oo, orcestershire, Farmer Dec 13 
Mimaus, Epwarp, New inn, Strand, Solicitor High Court due icone Po ee Wine Merchant Dec at 10.15 Rec, Worcester 

Pet’ July 24 2 at 2.90 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- ADJUDICATIONS. 


Dec 4 
Muxcock, Georce, Rowde, Wilts, Blacksmith Bath Pet 
Dec 8 Dee 8 


Ord 
Nixon, Cuar.es Nanas ration chmbrs, Guil 
Fara, Bolicitor’s Clerk ack” High Court Pet May 23 “Ord 





aie | Wituiam, Naunton, nr Cheltenham, Butcher Dec 
20 at 3.15 


Harruaxy, Turoporse, Old Broad st, American 
Dealer’ Deo 23 at 1 $8, Carey st, Lipooln’s inn 


Assors, Cuanaae esas, ey ap, Shand, Gelldiee 


OrdDee 9 
Novelty Draper ‘Bradford Pet Dee 
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Apaxs, Witi14m, the Quadrant, W ee ae, 
Builder Court Pet Nov is Ord Dee 
Baxer, Wiiiiam Hesry, Bristol, Engraver Bristol Pet 


Bea Hooewr, late Piceadilly, Gent High Court 
UMONT, HUvBERT, : 
mt tS Ww. B Gri dws, stg Gent Wands- 
i ., Lavender jurrey, 
worth Pet Sepi'4 Ord Dee 8 
Carter, Susannau, Great Yarmouth, Fishcurer Great 
aYrmouth Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 
C:.aRKE, Jouxn James Gorpoy WessTer, Nottingham 
Dentist’s assistant Nottingham Pet Dec 8 Ord 


Dee 8 
Cocerxs, Georee, Burton on Trent, Innkeeper Burton on 
Dr Canes oie ony Surgeon Oldham 
GGLE, CHARLES FREDERICK, m 
Do ao y > Barnes, 8 Wandsworth 
FRED, jurrey an 
“Pet Ni Novil Ord Dec 9 
Epwarps, Frepericx, Leicester, Coal Agent Leicester 
Seciaains Mesias teamt-en to Dh, Journeyman 
'AULKNER, WILLIAM, e ourn 
Butcher Stockport 


Fi Ar E Pet De - ham, Hie Hotel Manager 
ELD, Tour Epwarp, Birming! 
i Nov 26 Ord Dec 10 
a Manchester, Wine ‘Merchant Man- 
Pet Dec1 Ord Dec 10 
Go.ipsmip, Percy Cuarves, Gloucester, = Merchant 
Gloucester Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 1 
oe, Isaian, Kidderminster, nA Kidderminster 


Ord Dec 8 


Hazzis, Joux, po aherty Glam, Builder Neath Pet Nov 
29 Ord Dec 8 


Hagrer, Witi1am, Naunton, nr Cheltenham, Butcher 
itenham Dec8 Ord Dec 9 
Hawker, Jony Hawxiys, Carrington, Notts, Grocer’s 
N ham Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 10 
Huu, Ayprew_Hawsx.ev, Liverpool, Whiting Merchant 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 


8 
Honsox, Groot, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet Oct 30 Ord 
Jouxsox, Witt1am Hewsry, Birkenhead, Baker Birken- 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 


Jupp, Joseru, Newcastle on Tyne, Florist Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 10 

Kerugey, Wit11am, Waterloo, nr Liv 
Joiner Liverpool Pet Dec10 Ord 

ag Ricnarp Grisewoop, Market Weighton, Yorks, 

Joiner York Pet Dec5 Ord 10 

Lavixetos, WiitraM Ferrets, Constantine rd, Ham 
Mercantile Clerk High Court Pet Dec8 Ord 

Lawrexce, Frepenic, Clifton, Bristol, Gent Bristol Pet 


Oct 23 Ord Dec 8 
—* Ricnarp, Bolton, Boot Maker Bolton Pet Dec 
Ord Dec 8 
Speneees Jous Tuomas, Sertva Greet, and Frank 
Burov, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet 
Novs Ord Dec 2 
Motcock, er Rowde, Wilts, Blacksmith Bath Pet 


Scanlan, Joux ee Carlton, nr Selby, Yorks, Sur- 
Pet Dec'9 Ord Dee 10 


1, * - aaannmaae 





geon Yi 
Bicuarpsos, Witxiam, Market Pome iaees, Baker Lin- 
eoln Ord Dee 8 
Scarssroox, Gzorce, Woodstock, Oxon, Saddler Oxford 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 9 
Sevrars, Joux Mest, D ster, Tob ist Sheffield 
Pet Dee 8 Ord Dee 0 
mR... Bank my and Hexry Marx Sueruerp, Bir- 
he gy Box Makers Birmingham Pet Dec 


Suamnes, Epwis Nasa, Copthall chm Stockbroker 
w. ag * Pet Dec 10 wa 
‘OODHOUSE, t1Lu1am, Searborough, Fisherman Scar- 
Pet DecS Ord Dees 
Wrsse, Ricnarp Horroy, ye gm my! 
—™" al bet Dee 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bascerort, Witt1am, Lower Cwnbran, nr Newport, Mon, 
— . Canvaseer Tredegar Pet Dec 10 Ord 
Basxs, Fervenice Frascis, = Baetiey , Kent, Traveller 
Greenwich Pet DecS Ord Dec8 
Bext, Janze Ex.iorr, Newcastle on 5 ye 
ewcastle on bg Pet 2 Ont i li 
Betramy, Rovzer, Blacksmith Shef- 
field Pet Decis Ord 
Baas, Joux 


ten, Wuskeaes Btoubeige Pe Mon 19 
Pet ov 13 Ord 


po Maker Not- 
Decil Ord 


Beazer, Eowrs, New st, Southwark, China 
Dealer High Court Pet Dee 11 rd Dec 11 

Crszx, Rospeet Witiam, Bristol, 

Ey at ey ang od 11 
mLas, Cuanies Fraxcis, Piccadilly, Middlesex, Actor 

: Conart Pet Dee 13° Ord Dec 13 

Coorez, Wutiau, Hove, Baker Brighton Pet 

Dec 12 Ord Dec i2 rigs 098 


| oy 
Boorn, Hazver = Mace, 5 
tingham Pet 


© Evwazp yy Richmond terrace, tert rd, 
at Court et Dec 13 Ord Dee 
wee, Axx! Y dalegiataas Teepe Canter- 
pris Folate Ord Dec 12 


Kore, Wittiax ; i s, Coombe Hill Cheltenham, 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dee 11 
, Somer Eastbourne Pet 

mz, Avocerix, Portishead, i 
a ‘ Pet Det a, ae Dairyman 
45%, JOns, » Glam, Cabdriver Neath Pet Dec 12 

Ord Dec 12 

Feeicex, Cuasize Evorsr, & Mary Axe, Commission 
Merchant High Court Pet Dee 12 Ord Dec 12 
Hazver, Kowsny Jasyrsce, Gough #4, 


Den, ALrErD. 
Dee lit Ord Dec 11 


Invive, Tuomas, and Gzoree Lawrie Srusss, Gracechurch 
st, Shi: Agents h Court Pet Dec 11 Ord Dec 11 


iP 
Kixenam, Joux G , the y eninge, In- 
surance Agent Binningham “Pet Dee 11 Dee 11 
Lone, Cuartes James, Wethersfield, Essex, Grocer Col- 
chester Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 42 
—% Hannan, Grocer Leeds Pet Dec12 Ord 
2 


1 
Meerx, Wi1114M, Gt Driffield, Yorks, Tailor Kingston upon 
Hull Pet Dec12 Ord Dec 12 
Porrer, Wituiam Henry Marsn, _ ee, Cabdriver 
Taunton Pet Dec 11 Ord Decl 
Ricuter, H, The Avenue, Bruce ca e, Tottenham, Com- 
mission "Agent Edmonton Pet Nov 21 Ord Dee 12 
Suear, Gevnan Newport, I W, Fish Salesman Newport 
and RB; Dec 12 Ord Dee 12 a 
Savin, oll. Patrick, Chelverton rd, Putney, Pugilist 
. ht ag Pet Nov 10. Ord Dee a Pz 
MITH, JOSIAH, naw Edmonton 
Pet Nov 11 Dec : 
Taytor, Jonny Davin, Barrow in Furness, Contractor 
Tredegar 





et Dec 10 Gnd Dee 11 
THRELFALL, Fahy Barnsley, Boot Manufacturer 
Barnsl Pet 


ey 
Tou, , a oe, EF Plumber Portsmouth Pet Dec 
Sor 5 ance FREDERICK so,  horget rd, Victoria 


ane High Co Pet Nov 6 Ord 


Weysoutn, Henry, Lancefield st, Queen’s pk, Builder 
W: oe Be Den Ord De: , Se Bi 

ILKS, HENRY GEORGE, irming- 
ham Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 

Woopwarp, James, Hakin, Milford Bove, Engineer 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dec11 Ord Dec 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baker, Witiiam Hewry, Bristol, cael Dec 30 at 12.30 
Off Rec, chmbrs, Bristol 

Bett, James Exuiorr, Newcastle on Tyne, Brush Manu- 
ie Dee 30 at 2.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle 
on 

Biyesnam, Exiza, EvizaBpeTu ee J James Bincuam, 
and Revsen Brineuan, Confectioners 
— atill Off Rec, St Peters urch walk, gs a 


Boots, Harvey Hitoy, Nottingham, Mantle 
Dec 23 at"l Off Rec, St Peter’s Church og ween 


ham 
Carrer, Susannan, Great Yarmouth, Fish Curer Jan 13 
at mo Mr. Lovewell Blake, 8 South Quay, Great Yar- 
mow 
Crark, Rosert Wit.1am, Bristol, Commission Agent Jan 
14at12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Coxiins, WILLIAM, Hereford, Hosier Dec 23 at 10.15 2, 
Offa st, Hereford 
Doz, Aurzep, Castlenau, Barnes, Surrey Dec 30 at 11.30 
24, Bailway ueenie London Bridge 
Escupiz, ‘Avous, Ae gp ae ig Dairyman Dec 
30 at 3 Ree, Bank chm! 

Gotpsmip, Percy CuaR.es, eee Hardware Mer- 
chant Dec 23at3 Off Rec, 15, King st, G Gloucester 
Hearn, Jon~ Witx1am, Leeds, t Contractor 

Dec 29 at 3 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- 


Hemper, Avecaiwe Ross, Totterdown, Somerset, 
Woman Dec 30 at12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

Hust, Frepenick, , Luton, Beds, Corn Dealer Dec 23 at 
11.30 Court house, Luton 

Lean, Ricuarp Biackier, Abbey a Hamilton 
a Dec 31 at1 33, » Lincoln’s inn 


Lewis, Davip Rosert, Llandudno, Hotel Keeper Dec 23 
brs, Chester 


at 2.30 Crypt chm! 

Macpoya, Hexry Wii.iam, King st, Cheapside, Insurance 
Agent Dec 3lat12 33, Serer Lincoln’s inn fields 

McEvoy, Wiserrorce, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Ware- 
house Clerk Dec 31 at11 25, Colmore row, Birming- 


ham 
Magers, Atyrep, Meeting house lane, Peckham, 
Foreman Dec Carey 


Builder's 
_— 2 at 1 33, st, Lincoln’s inn 
Mawsor, Exviex 1, Boot ‘om Jan 12 
at 3 Off < Bt, icra , Liv polis 
Mvcosk, pd Blac’ Dec 30 at 3 
PB ch, Bre Clyro, Radnor, Innk 
ALMER, JOSIAH, 
at 10 ' 2, Offa st, Heref ~y meas 
PickvorD, James, _s- rd, Builder Jan 1 at 11 
33, st, Lincoln’s inn 
Porrer, miiamM Hewny Manrsn, Taun' Cabdriver 
at 11.30 Off Ree, 5p, st, 
ey Mangia, ,» Hotel Keeper Dec 23 at 
—_— Hoge aE Holloway, Ink Roasters 
1 at 1 buildings, Portugal st - 
coln’s inn fields . 
SeLians, Jons Hewry, Doncaster, Tobacconist Dec 24 at 
il , Figtree lane. 
Sucar, Geonox, F LW., Fish Salesman Dec 31 at 
ag p Ni Ls ‘a Dec Bank- 
— HALES ewgate ag Fd 12 
8 % en Somerset, 
=. x, Guonor mr EATHER, 
Bootmaker Dec % at 11 Off Kee, t, 
Tout, bio mgs hae ay Feate Dee 29 at 4 Off Rec, 
Cambridge Junction ‘ortemouth 


» High st, P 
B F F “yi Traveller 
axxs, Faepenicx Fraxcis, 
Pet Des OriDes 
Bevt, Janes Ex.sotr, Newcastle on bo Brush Manu- 
Newcastle on Pet 1 Ord Dec 11 
Be.vany, Roser, it; Heeler. , Blacksmith Sheffield 
Pet Dee 18 Dec 13 


Botox, Joux, jun, W nr 
Glass le in Wortley, ne St Pen Nee 14 Sed 


Brown. Winsksie ae eke Darlington, Innk r Stockton 
on’ Tow and Middlesborough Pet 20 Ord 

Burcner, Axx, Cheriton, Hants, Grocer Winchester Pet 
Oct 27 Ord Nov1 


Coins, Wittiam, Hereford, Hosier Hereford Pet Noy 
13 . Ord Dee 13 


Crorrs, Epwarp Tuomas, Richmond terce, Romford rd, 

Cc nae prlkestons, Lodging : ang? od C 

ULVER, ANNIE, couse Keeper Can- 

terbury Pet Dec11 Ord Dec 12 

Dicxixson, Witt1am, London Colney, nr St seam, Horse 
Sas St Albans. Pet Dec1 Ord Dec 

Epyz, Witu1am Apo.puus, Coombe Hill, nr Cheltenham, 
Solicitor Cheltenham Pet Dec 11 Ord Dec11 

araee res Neath, Glam, Cabdriver Neath Pet Dec 12 

Frevitaen, Cuartes Everns, St Mary Ax 
Merchant High Court Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Trane, Sees Rutianp, Savoy st, Strand, Actor High 


Girtines, Coin eee Wye, Ee —< Coal Merchant Can- 

terbury Pet Nov 24 

Horan, Georce Micuakt, Canterbury, Stone Mason Can- 
Nov 22 Ord Dec 12 

Hoyts, Epwiy, Luddenden Foot, Yorks, Commission Agent 

Halifax Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 12 

Jamxs, ExizaBeTH Ann, Ebbw Vale, nr Pontywain, Mon, 

Grocer Ni Mon Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 12 
Jones, Joun Epwarp, Higher ‘Tranmere, Cheshire, 
on Milkdealer Birkenhead Pet Dec 9 Ord 


10 
Kincuam, Jonny Georce (the o 3 r), Birmingham, In- 
surance Agent Bet Dec 11 Ord Dec 12 
Maqsan, Hannan, Leeds, aed Leeds Pet Dec12 Ord 
12 
Meex, Witu1am, Gt Driffield, ~, Tailor Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Dec 12 Ord Dee 
Moore, GreorGe be ig: jun, ~ Ricuarp Jupp 
Green, Lavender Clapham 4? pa Printers 
Wandsworth Pet Now's Oud Dee 11 
Naytor, Witu1am Henry, Louth, Aerated Water Manu- 
facturer Grimsby Pet Nov 24 Ord Dec 11 
Nixon, Cuartes Natuay, Corporation chmbrs, Guildhall 
a9 pemeama Clerk High Court Pet May 23 Ord 


Perry, 3 Ade Birmingham, Fruiterer Birmingham Pet 
Dec 9 Ord Dec 11 


Porrer, Wiru1am Henry Marsu, Taunton, Cabdriver 
Taunton Pet Dec 11 Dec 

Rotre, Cuaries, Sandwich, Carpenter Canterbury Pet 
Nov 25 Ord Dee 12 

Surroy, GrorGEe he Hearner, Chard, Somerset, 
Bootmaker Taunton PetDec4 Ord Dec9 

THRELFALL, WILLIAM, iar: pon Manufacturer 
Barnsley Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 1 

oes Water, Portsea, Plumber , Pet Dec 

Ord Dec 12 


Seumts Wi iam, East Greenwich, Grocer Greenwich 
Pet Nov10 Ord Dec 9 
J. Hor.ay, Folkestone Canterbury Pet Oct 
14 Ord Dec 12 
Witiiams, Stewart, East India Dock rd, Limehouse, 
Hatter High Court Bet Non 5 Ord Dec 11 
Wimsuvurst, Arruur, Willaston, Cheshire, Commission 
t Nantwich aol Crewe Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 10 
Wea JAMES, Pn Milford en, Engineer 
embroke Dock’ Pet Dec 11 Ord Dec 1 








All letters intended for publication im the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, it 
is requested that application be made direct 
to the Publisher. 

The Subscription to the SouictTors’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 268.; Country, 288.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 528. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
scribers cam have their Volumes bound at the 
Foe 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE (264% MAKERS, 


To Hi Majesty BY SPECIAL Lord, Chancellor, th Whol t th 
1e 
0 ee That. Cexpetaticn ‘of Landon, &0 Si 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
C grag rns of me Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 

a BOTABLISHED 1600,” 











Goldemith st, 
Printer High Court Pet Dec li Ord Dee 11 


Dec 2 
Joux, 
Boos, 1.7 S23 fot] camer Corn Dealer 





94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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